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Ata subsequent stage of the proceedings, the 
pill, as engrossed, was taken up and read the third 
times and the ait being on its passage, 

Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays; 
hich were ordered. Mr, P. explained his rea- 
gous for voting against the bill. He should do 
30, because he could not recognize the principle 
incorporated in the amendment adopted as a 
fourth section. It was utterly opposed to the 
tue principies of banking, which were founded 
on the expectation that the stock would be made 
wp of surplus capital, and held by men whose 
ovject was to lend money, and not to borrow it. 
The fourth section of the bill, as it now stands, 
peconsidered calculated to deter persons of capital 
from becoming stockholders, and to invite mere 
men of straw to become directors; for none else 
would incur the responsibilities, their object being 
to become borrowers to a much larger amount 
than that of their responsibilities. On these 
grounds he should vote against the bill. 

Mr. MILLER rose to reply. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that he should move 
to go into executive session. 

Mr. MILLER requested the Senator would 
allow the question to be taken. He would not 
detain the Senate by the reply he intended. 

The question was then taken; and resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bayard, Berrien, Buchanan, 





































that it Cuoate, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Henderson, 

pak: fluutington, Jarnagan, Jchnson, McDuffie, Mangum, Mil- 

» With ler, Morehead, Porter, Sevier, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woadbridge—32. 

f very NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, Fair- 

n was fied, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Phelps, Semple, Tap- 


d pau, Walker, Woodbury, aud Wright—14. 
oubt , , 
So the bill was passed. ~ 


eclors 

‘ SCHOONER GRAMPUS, ETC. 
ah The House bill (No. 36) in relation to the 
Ce relatives of the officers and crew of the United 
riginal 


on Stales schooner Grampus was taken up as in 
: Committee of the Whole, and the bill, as amended 


oun by the Senate when before under discussion, was 
nad, including provisions for the cases of the Sea 
a Gull, John Adams, and Missouri. 
tle Mr. TAPPAN moved to include the case of 
prac- the Peacock, Jost at the mouth of the Columbia 
ose river, in the ee poring expedition, — , 
ld be Mr. BREESE objected to exempting this case 
fe from the rule of having a decision by court of 
Ruties inquiry or court-martial, to show that the claim- 
ants did not forfeit their claim by negligence. 
is Mr. TAPPAN observed that the Department 
eas had already investigated that matter, and that 
was the reason further inquiry seemed unneces- 
a sury; not that there was any objection to a court- 
d for martial on the part of the officers. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the amendment 
vaiaer was so modified as to place it within the same 
of the tule as the case of the Missouri. 
ation The amendment of Mr. Tappan, thus modified, 

was adopted. 
was Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill by an 
additional section, providing that the balance of 
insert: $9,909, appearing against the purser of the Gram- 
of the pus, on the books of the Department, and for 
which his securities were now responsible, be 
Mu- remitted, Mr. E. explained that this was a sum, 
48 usual in all cases of vessels of war fitting out 
neur- for a cruise, advanced by the Department to the 
of the purser to lay in stores for the crew, and to furnish 
money to advance them according to their neces- 
nays; Sides, at such ports as they might touch at. No 
doub > 
oubt could exist that the whole amount of the 
ted— advance was on board, in either money or neces- 
Safies purchased with it, when the vessel foun- 
ateien, dered, and that it was thus lost. It was not right, 
nultoa, under those circumstances, to let the balance re- 
ac} main on the books of the Department against the 
Soe, Securities of the purser. 
wis, he amendment was adopted. 
bb. The bill was then re d back from the com- 
Mittee; and the amendments were concurred in, 
“dl for with the exception of that relating to the John 


8, which, at Mr. Bararp’s request, was 
Teserved for a separate question. 
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On the question of concurring in the amend- || 


ment relative to the case of the John Adams, 

Mr. BAYARD remarked that, in consequence 
of amendments made to the general bill, recently 
under discussion, cases of capture were excepted 
from its operation ; and he conceived this case 
would come under thatexception. He read from 
a volume of the Naval History of the United States 
a narative of the facts connected with the case of 
the John Adams, which was burned by Commo- 
dore Morris, in 1814, to prevent the enemy from 
getting possession of it. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD contended that this was not 
a case of capture, but of the most meritorious and 
brilliant character. 


Mr.CHOATE advocated the cause of the John |} 


Adams. The reason of the exception in the gen- || 


eral law was the danger of prospective provision 
for cases of capture. Evenif the case of the John 
Adams was one.of capture, which he contended 
it was not, it was not prospective: it related to a 
gallant and brilliant transaction which took place 
thirty years ago. 

The matter was debated at considerable length 
by Messrs. BAYARD, FAIRFIELD, and 
CHOATE, after which the amendment was con- 
curred in, 

On the question of engrossment, Mr. HEN- 
DERSON moved to strike out the second section, 
(relating to children being entitled in cases where 
there are no widows.) Mr. H. proceeded for 
some time in explanation of his resistance to 
this extension of the pension system. 

The PRESIDENT decided that the motion to 


strike out was not in order after the Senate had || 


concurred in the amendments. 


A short debate on this question of order ensued, | 


and the difficulty was removed by assenting toa 
motion of reconsideration, by which the bill was 


again piaced in the condition of having the que | 


tion put on concurring with the Committee of the 
Whole in the amendments. 


Mr. HENDERSON then moved to strike out | 


the second section; and called for the yeas and | 


oat 
“he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Messrs. BAYARD and HUNTINGTON op- 
posed the motion to strike out, 

On that question the yeas and nays resulted— 
yeas 12, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, Hay- 
wood, Henderson, Lewis, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, T'ap- 
pan, and Wright—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien,Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Fairfield, Francis, Hannegan, 
Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Miller, Morehead, 
Simmons, Tallmadge, White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury 


So the second section was not stricken out. 


The amendments were then concurred-in; and 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went 


into executive session. 
After some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 13, 1844. 
The Journal having been read, 


Mr. C. JOHNSON observed that this was the 


day to which the resolution of the Senate, fixing 


the day of the adjournment of Congress, was | 
postponed. He moved now to postpone the pre- 
vious orders, so as to take up that resolution and 


dispose of it. 


Mr. DICKINSON asked if this day was not 
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The roll having been called by the Clerk, one 
hundred and seventy-five members answered to 
| their names. 

The absentees were then called; and it was as- 
certained that one hundred and ninety-five mem- 
bers were present. 

On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, all further 
| proceedings under the call were dispensed with, 
|| The question recurring on Mr. C, Jounson’s 
|| motion, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
| nays. ' / 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked if this was a 
debatable question? 

The SPEAKER said that it was. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said that, as he had 
|, one or two remarks to make on the subject, he 
| might as well make them now. 
|| Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested to the Chair, 
|| that as this was a question relating to the priority 
| of business, it was not debatable. 
| The SPEAKER remarked to the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania that his attention was not 
| drawn to the state of the question when he told 
| 
| 
! 
} 
} 


| 
1 
| 


} 
| 
| 
} 


| 


him it was a debatable one. Regularly a question 
of postponement is debatable; but this motion 
was to postpone the business before the House, 
in order to give priority to other ousiness. It was 
therefore not debatable. 

The question was then taken on Mr. C, Jonn- 
| $ON’s motion, and resulted—yeas 137, nays 60. 
|| So the previous orders were postponed. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the reading of the 
resolution; and it was read accordingly. 

|| Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL desired to makesome 
|| observations on the resolution. 

|| Mr. €C. JOHNSON said he had not yielded the 
|| floor. 

| Mr. ©. J. INGERSOLL hoped his friend from 
| Tennessee would not make a speech on the sub- 
| ject, and then move the previous question, to cut 
| off others from the same privilege. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the House was per- 
fectly familiar with the subject; and it was well 
known that, for the last ten or twelve years, nearly 
all the business of the session had been done dur- 
ing the last few weeks, if not the last two weeks. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL again interposed, and 
said he desired, in the most friendly way, to in- 
quire if the gentleman from Tennessee intended 
to make a speech, and then to move the previous 
question? He asked for information. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked the gentleman from 
Tennessee to give way, that he might move an 
amendment to strike out the 27th of May, and 
insert the 17th of June. If the gentleman from 
Tennessee would allow that amendment to be 
moved, he would then vote for the previous ques- 











the 10th of June. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said the gentleman 
|| from Tennessee had not answered his question. 
| Mr. C. JOHNSON said, when he heard the 
| question, and quiet could be restored, he would 
| say what he intended to say. He should have 
finished long ago, if he had not been interrupted. 
Mr. PARMENTER said he perceived that the 
resolution, in its present form, proposed to fix 
the 27th of May nezt for the adjournment; but if 
it passed in that shape, it would keep them here 
twelve months longer; and he wished to know if 
that was intended, [Laughter.] 
Some further conversation ensued, 
Mr. C. JOHNSON then moved the previous 
question. 
On seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, tellers were called for, and ordered; and 
| Messrs. Burke and Wintunor were appointed; 


ion, 
| Mr. McKAY suggested an amendment te fix 





specially assigned for the consideration of that || and they reported—ayes 56, noes 1)2. 


resolution. 


The SPEAKER said that when the resolution 
came up in its order, it was postponed until to- 


C.JOHNSON moved a call of the House; 


| dey, but it was not made a special order. 
r. 


which was agreed to—ayes 87, noes 34. 


| So there was no second. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to strike out the ‘‘ 27th 
of May,’’and insert “ the 17th day of Jane;’’ and 
asked for the previous question, ‘ 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL desired the gentleman, 
| from Alabama to allow him an opportunity to 
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move an amendment to postpone the question 
altogether. 

r. HOUSTON said, in calling the previous 
question he had followed the example of the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. C. Jounson,] and 
he did not like to lose the ground he had got, 
although he was in favor of the proposition of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C.J. Incer- 
SOLL. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL then moved to lay the 
whole sulject on the table. 

Mr. DICKINSON called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 178; as follows: 


YEAS—Mezsers. Atkinson, Bayly, Belser, Benton, Ed- 
ward J. Black, Reuben Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Dawson, 
Douglas, Ilaraison, Hays, Diotenny Charlies J. Ingersoll, 
McCiernand, Payne, Rhett, Roberts, Saunders, Stiles, ‘Tib- 
batts, and ‘T'ucker—22. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Arrington, | 


Ashe, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, 


James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Bren- | 


fc; Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William J. 


rown, Buffington, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Jere- | 


mish E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chilton, Clingman, Coles, Colla- 


mer, Cranston, Cross, Cul’om, Dana, Daniel, Darragh, | 


Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, John W. Daves, Dean, 
Deberry, Dellett, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Drom- 


oole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, | 


‘lorence, Foot, French, Giddings, Goggin, Willis Green, 
Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Hamliu, Hardin, 
Harper, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Hubard, Lubbell, 
Hudson, Hughes, Hungerford, Janes B. Hunt, Joseph K. 
{ngersoil, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. 
Joimson, Andrew Jolinsun, George W. Jones, Andrew 


Kennedy, Join P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, | 
Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, | 
Maclay, Mathews, McCausien, McClelland, McConnell, | 
McDowell, McKay, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, | 


Moree, Mosely, Murphy, Nes, Newton, Norris, Owen, Par- 
menter, Patterson, Pettit, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha 
R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Kathbun, Ray- 
ner, Charlies M, Reed, David 3. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Russcil, St. John, Sample, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas Hl. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, John 


‘l’. Smith, Thomas Smith, Calcb B. Smith, Robert Smith, | 


Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Stew- 
art, Stone, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, 
Thompson, Tilden, lyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wel- 
ler, Wentworth, Wethered, Wieaton, White, Williams, 


Wintarop, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—178. | 


The question then recurred upon Mr. Hovus- 
Tow’s amendment, 

Mr. BIDLACK said he hoped the gentleman 
from 
amended, so that they might have the alternative 
of the 17th or the 10th. 


Mr. HOUSTON said the difference between | 


the 10ch and 17th was but small; he thought it as 
well to adhere to his amendment. 
The demand for the previous question was sec- 


onded; and the main question ordered to be now | 


put. 
Mr. REDING called for the yeas and nays, | 


which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 114, nays 83; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Bayly, Bel- 
ons, Symmes A. Biack, Blackwell, Royd, Brengle, Brinker- 
hoff, 
bell, Shepherd Cary, Catlin, Causin, ReulLen Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Dana, Daniel, 
Darragh, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dillingham, 
Dougias, Duncan, Duulap, Elmer, Farlee, Foot, Foster, 


French, Hate, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, Herrick, Hoimes, | 


lloge, Llopkius, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, 


Jawes B. Haunt, Charies J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, | 


Jameson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Kirkpat- 
rick, Lavranche, Leonard, Lueas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Ma- 


clay, Mathews, MeCausien, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- | 


Counell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Newton, Nor- 
ris, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Payne, Pettit, Blisha &. 
Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Rathbun, David 


8. Reid, cas, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, St. John, || 


Sampie, Saunders, ‘Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simp- 
son, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, 
Joun Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, ‘Thomasson, 


Thompson, ‘Tibbatts, Tucker, Weller, Williams, Wood- | 


ward, and Joseph A, Wright—114. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Barnard, Benton, Bidlack, James Biack, Bower, 
Bowlin, Milton Brown, Buffington, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. 
Cary, Carroll, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cran- 
ston, Cross, Cullom, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, De- 
berry, Deliet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dromgoole, Ficklin, Fish, 
Mwrence, Giddings, Goggin, Byram Green, Willis Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Hud- 


son, Hughes, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Jonnson, Cave John- | 


son, Andrew Johnson, Juhn P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Preston King, Marsh, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Peyton, 
Phenix, Pollock, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, Reding, Rob- 


inson, Rockwell, Rogers, Schenck, Senter, Severance, 
David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, John 'T’. Smith, Stetson, 
Andrew Stewart, Strong, Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
heaton, White, 


Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, 
Wiathrop, William Wright, and Yost—88. 


The amendment was agreed to. 








Alabama would allow his motion to be | 





Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Cainp- | 


aS 


The question was then put upon the resolu- 
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tion as amended; and it was agreed to, without a || clared to be fraudulent debtors. 


division. 
IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. J. R. Incersott | 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill regulating arrests on mesne process in the 
District of Columbia. 

Some verbal amendments were then made, on | 


‘| the motion of Mr. CAMPBELL. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that, when the come 


| mittee was last in session, the question was pend- 
ing on the amendment of the gentleman from New 


Hampshire, {Mr. Haxe,] to strike out all after 
the fourth line, and insert: 

That hereafter no person shall be held to bail, or com- 
mitted to custody, on any civil action in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BRENGLE observed that, as he under- 
stood the bill, with the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire, it provided that 
nobody should be hereafter held to bail, or be com- 
mitted to custody, in a civil action in the District 
of Columbia. Now, the only law in the District 
by which the defendant’s appearance can be en- 
forced, is by a writ of capias ad respondendum; so 
that if the bill, with the amendment of the gentle- | 
man from New Hampshire, became a law, it would 


discharge all the debtors in the District from their || 


debts, except those who made voluntary pay- 
ment, 

Mr. TIBBATTS regretted that he was not here 
on Saturday when this matter was brought up. 
He would now (as he had informed the chairman 
of the committee) make a few remarks on the 
subject. When he arrived here, he examined 


into the laws of the District, and he found them, | 


‘ , ‘ . . e . | ~ , Y 
so far as related to imprisonment for debt, in a || property; and he spoke at some length in sup- 


very bad condition. He had been under the im- 
pression that, under the act of 1843, imprison- 


ment for debt was abolished; but he found instead | 


of that, it was left in a worse condition, so far as 


regarded the class of citizens who most stood in | 
| need of the law, than under the old laws. It 
|| seemed that, by a construction given to that law | 


bY the courts here, the act of 1843 did not apply 
to debts under fifty dollars; and it appeared to 
him that if any class of citizens should receive 
the benefits of that law, it was those owing sums 
under fifty dollars, for they were generally labor- 
ing men whose families could not subsist without 
their support. 
had, at the early part of the session, introduced 
a bill exactly similar to the law as it now existed 
in his State (Kentueky) on that subject. Mr. T. 


tucky Legislature of December, 1821, on the sub- 


ject of arrests for debt; and it was read for the 


information of the House. 


| 
He thought, in introducing such a bill, he could | 


meet the wishes of his constituents, if they un- 


derstood the state of the case here, they having | 


themselves had such a law for near a quarter of 
acentury. It would be seen the Legislature of 
Kentucky struck at once at the doctrine of im- 
prisonment for debt—holding his property and 
not his liberty for the discharge of his debts. He 
held that a man could not barter away his liberty; 
and that the Government could not do it except 
for crime. 

He then quoted largely from a letter from the 
Secretary of State, furnishing statistics of persons 
imprisoned in this District, and the very small 


| number that was charged with being fraudilent, 


He knew whenaman became embarrassed, a cen- 
sorious world would charge fraud upon thedebtor; 
but by the returns which he held in his hand, out 
of many that were imprisoned, it was shown that 
but a very small number had been charged as 
fraudulent; and the instances were very rare in 
which the accusation of fraud was sustained. In 
the year 1834, there were one thousand and ninety- 
eight males and three females imprisoned in the 
county of Washington; and of that number there 
was but one solitary individual charged with fraud. 
In the same year there were fifty-four males and 
one female imprisoned in Alexandria, and not a 
single allegation of fraud in the whole. He fur- 
nished similar statements for other years, of a like 
character, and concluded that branch of his state- 
meat with the remark that, of five thousand per- 
sons imprisoned for debt, but three had been de- 





} oppression which was endured under this law 


Finding this to be the case, he | 
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But to show the 


imprisonment for debt—a law which neither | ’ 

efited debtor nor creditor—he quoted beatae - 
| of persons imprisoned for small amounts. - 

period of their incarceration, and the amount paid 
| by the creditor as prison fees. In one cay, - 
| person was imprisoned fifty-six days for a de = 
| $23 63. The creditor, on whose suit the dus. 
was imprisoned, paid $20 40 prison fees: andy), 
debt was lostafter all. Many other such cine 
_quoted. He further stated that two colored po, 

sons had been imprisoned for debt, and by an 
able to pay, they were sold to satisfy their are 
itors—two human beings, declared free, wey, sold 
into slavery for the paymentof a small debt, whic} 
the~y were unable to liquidate; and this he held to 
be contrary to the spirit of our institutions, He 
o— at some length in support of the immediate 
abolition of so barbarous a tee remedy " 

The amendment was then negatived. 


Mr. FISH offered an amendment, by which 
fraudulent debtors would be subject to imprison. 
ment; but in all other cases he favored the abolj. 
tion. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. TIBBATTS offered the Kentucky bill 
which had been read by the Clerk, asa substi. 
tute for the bill before the committee. 

Mr. ATKINSON inquired if the gentleman 
from Kentucky intended to abolish imprisonment 
on final judgment. 

Mr. TIBBATTS replied that his intention was 
| to abolish imprisonment for debt in all cases; 
_ and subject the property only to the payment of 
debt. 

Mr. ATKINSON said he was opposed to a 
law by whicha creditor would be prevented hold- 
ing his debtor in custody until he surrendered his 





s 


| port of his views. If you pass this law, and 
abolish the right of the creditor to tale in execu- 
tion the body of the defendant, you will put it in 
the power of the debtor to sell his property, and 
put the money in his pocket, and prevent the 
creditor from recovering, although he may be 
well able to pay. Where was the hardship, so 
long as the debtor was enabled to discharge him. 
self from imprisonment by taking the oath of in- 
solvency ? 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he was not very well ac- 
| quainted with the laws of the District; but he 
would ask how it happened that two persons had 
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been sold in the District? 
Mr. ATKINSON said he was not aware of the 


|| existence of any law by which this could be 


then handed up to the Clerk the act of the Ken- } Cone 


Mr. GIDDINGS said he would refer the gen- 
tleman to the law on the subject. He sent the 
statute to the Clerk to be read; and it was read. 

Mr. ATKINSON said the statute just read had 
no relevancy to the point in issue. It referred 
only to blacks—a subject on which the mind of 
the gentleman seemed constantly to dwell. The 
| gentleman reminded him of a young lady whose 
thoughts were fixed upon matrimony—contrary 
to the habits of ladies generally, he supposed— 
and the gentleman who sat beside her remarked 
that the evening was cloudy. ‘* Why sir,” she 
said, ‘just as papa pleases; if he is willing, ! 
am.’ The great question now was, as to the 
right of property. He had known, in his own 
State, a man to remain incarcerated for twelve 
months for a debt which he was able to pay ten 
times over; and being able to pay, there was no 
hardship whatever in permitting his imprisonment 
so long as he refused to surrender his property. 
He did not propose that they should seize a man 
and sell him; but that he might be taken in exe- 
cution, unless he would surrender bis property. 
In such case he would not be compelled to remain 
in prison one single hour. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would prefer that the 
vote should be taken, for he was anxious that the 
business should progress as speedil as possible; 
he would therefore refrain from detaining the 
committee with any remarks. 

The question was then taken on theamendment; 
and it was decided in the neagative. _ 

Mr. BELSER proposed the following amend- 
ments: 

Strike out all after the word “ Columbia,” in the fourth 


line, down to “discharged,” in the thirteenth line, aud 
ingert the following: 
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« Unless the party desiring to hold another to bail shall 
frst make an affidavit, in writing, before some competent 
athority, whieh shall be filed with the papers in the canse, 
“cating the amount owing to him by bond, note, or open 
ecount. or as the case may be, alter allowing to him ail 
rsa set-off; and thatthe person thus indebted to him is a 


vesident of the Distriet of Cotumbia, and that he has fraud- | 
lently withheld his money or effects or property from the || 


| 


pment of his just debis ; and any person thus held to bail, || 


ynder this act, my discharge himself from arrest, by mak- 
ing athdavit, before some competent authority, which shall 
jikewise be filed with the papers in the cause, stating that 
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Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana, and Mr. SAUN- 
DERS continued the debate. 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, entreated || 
the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his amend- | 
ment, and allow the business to proceed. 
Mr. GIDDINGS did not comply. | 
The amendment was then negatived. | 
Mr. GIDDINGS called for a division; and thir- | 





| teen only voted in the affirmative. 


he has no effeets in money, goods, or other property, above || 
fity dollars, in his possession, or in the possession of any | 
other person, subject to his control, and to the payment of || 


his debts.’ 
And the following, to come in as a proviso at 
the end of the bill: : 


ind provided further, That so much of this act as pro- 


yides for imprisonment by final process sball not apply to 
non-resident defendants, who did not reside in the District 
of Columbia at the time that the original debt was con- 
tracted. 


Mr. B. was opposed, as much asany man was, | 


to imprisonment for debt, but he was not disposed 
to license a debtor to defraud his creditor. He 
would have them both placed upon an equality, 
as far as this could be accomplished. 


Mr. CAMPBELL made some observations in |! 


opposition to the amendments; after which 
Mr. BELSER consented to withdraw the amend- 
ments. 


Mr. RATHBUN offered an amendment strik- | 


ing out the word ** civil,” and inserting after the 
word ‘actions’? the words “arising from con- 
tracts expressed or implied, except contracts of 
marriage or debts fraudulently contracted.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL suggested that the amend- 
ment was not in order, being in substance the 
same that was offered by the gentleman’s col- 
league, [Mr. Fisi.] 

The CHAIRMAN said the amendment was 
not in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, offered an amend- 
ment striking out all after-the enacting clause and 
inserting the words **‘ all laws now in force in the 
District of Columbia authorizing the imprison- 
ment for debt are hereby repealed.” 

Mr. RATHBUN said he should prefer that 
amendment to the bill as it now stood. Civil 
actions embraced actions for assault and battery, 


trover,and other wrongsdone to persons and prop- | 


erty; and he was not fur abolishing imprisonment 
forsuch wrongs. He was willing to abolish im- 
prisonment for debt, but not to relleve a man from 
uaprisonment who commits a wrong on persons 
or property. Imprisonment for debt was abol- 
ished in most of the States, but in none of them 
was imprisonment abolished for wrongs done to 
persons or property. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SCHENCK offered an amendment pro- 
viding that hereafter no female shall be impris- 
oned for debt. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he had no objection to 
the amendment, but there was already a law ex- 
isting which exempted females from imprison- 
ment for debt, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the amendment by adding: ‘ nor shall any other 


person be imprisoned on any debt contracted out | 


of the limits of the District.” 


_ After a few remarks from Mr. ATKINSON | 


in Opposition to the amendment, it was rejected. 


Mr. GIDDINGS offered an amendment pro- | 


viding that no person shall be imprisoned under 
the pretense of being afugitive slave, provided that 
nothing herein shall be so construed as to repeal 


the act of 1793, in relation to the arrest of fugi- |) 


uves from ane and fugitives trom labor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL appealed to the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw his amendment. This bill 
Was the nearest approach to abolishing imprison- 
ment for debt, and was in accordance with the 
feelings of humanity; and he hoped the gentle- 
man would reserve his amendment for the bill in 
relation to that subject when it came up. 

Mr. GIDDINGS deciined withdrawing his 


amendment. He was willing, in accordance with, 
the feelings of humanity, to abolish imprisoment | 


for debt; but the principle involved in his amend- 
ment was equally in accordance with humanity. 
Messrs, SAUNDERS, GIDDINGS, and AT- 
INSON, entered into some explanations. 
Mr. ATKINSON was opposed to a provision 
Which would forbid the arrest of his fugitive 
slave if he should fly to the District of Columbia. 


| ment, that the bill for repairing Pennsylvania 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i - . 1} 
man reported to the House that the committee had || 

| 

i 


| read by sections. 


Mr. G. insisted on the negative being taken; | 
and on a count the Chairman announced eighty- 
one in the negative, no quorum voting, 


Mr. CAMPBELL asked that the messenger | 


| be sent to the post office to call the members in. | 


Mr. WELLER objected to any proceedings | 
without a quorum. |] 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Chair- | 


found itself without a quorum. 
Mr. CAMPBELL moved a call of the House. 
Mr. STEENROD called for the yeas and nays | 
thereon; and they were ordered ; and being taken, 
were—yeas 81, nays 52. i] 
So the call was ordered. | 
Mr. PARMENTER moved that all further | 
proceedings in the call be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HAMMETT, the House || 
again resolved itself into the Committee of the 


' Whole on the state of the Union, and proceeded 


with the consideration of the bill for the abolish- || 
|| tee on the Judiciary. 


ment of imprisonment for debt. 


The pending question being on the amendment | 
| proposed by Mr. Gipprnes, 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 


No further amendment being proposed, the bill 
was laid aside, to be reported to the House. 


CHARTER FOR WASHINGTON. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the committee 


take up the bill to amend the act incorporating 
the inhabitants of the city of Washington. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved, as an amend- 


avenue be taken up. 

The question was first taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’s 
motion; and it was decided affirmatively—yeas 
62, nays 56. 

Mr. WINTHROP suggested that the bill be 


The first section having been read, 

Mr. CHILTON proposed a substitute for the 
whole bill. It embodied precisely the same prin- 
ciples in smaller space. 


ing one for the other. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN said there had been two 
bills prepared in convention of the citizens. One | 
was called emphatically the people’s bill; that one | 
he desired should be substituted for the one before | 
the committee,in case any substitution was made. 


Mr. CHILTON moved as a substitute the | 
charter agreed on at the convention of city dele- | 
gates chosen to consider the subject. 

Mr. WELLER suggested that it was not in | 
order to move asubstitute till the bill reported by 
the committee had been read through. 

Mr. VINTON called for the reading of the | 
bill. 

The Clerk commenced reading the bill. 

DISTRICT BANKS. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Dicains, | 
their Secretary, stated that that body had passed | 
a bill to recharter the banks of the District of | 
Columbia, and asked the concurrence of the | 
House. 

The SPEAKER having taken the chair, the 
bill was read twice. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and to print it. 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay it onthe table, | 

Mr. SUMMERS said if that motion was per- | 
sisted in, he should move a call of the House. 

Mr. WELLER said the motion would unques- 
tionably be persisted in. He understood that bill 
very well. 

Mr. SUMMERS then moved a call of the 
House; which motion was negatived—ayes 44, 
noes 72. 

Pending the above question, 


| 
' 


| the negative. i 


| district for the United States courts in Minois, sa 





| Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, asked if this 


proceedivg was in order while the House was in 
committee? 


The SPEAKER considered the proceeding ir- 


|| regular; but it was understood to be by general 


consent. ‘The Chair suggested that the proceed- 
ings be suspended, and that the House again 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole. 

Messrs. CAMPBELL and WELLER, by 
agreement, will drew their motions, 

aie CAMPBELL moved that the bill be 
printec ° 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that if any motion was 
entertained, he would renew the motion to lay the 
bill on the table. The bill must be considered as 


| if it just came from the Senate, and no action had 


taken place on it. He would, however, agree to 
having the bill referred to the Committee tor the 
District of Columbia. 


After some further conversation, 


On the motion of Mr. VINTON, the House 
adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the meinbers presenting them: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of James B. Crabtree 
and seventy-one others, citizens of Smyth county, tn the 
State of Virginia, praying for the establishment of certain 
mail routes. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of the members 
of the bar in Kane county, Ilinois, for establishing a new 
courts 
to be held at Chicago; which was referred to the Commit- 


Also, the petition for a mail route from Blue [sland, via 
Bachelor’s Grove and Hadley, to Juliet; the petition fora 
mail route from Belvidere to Roscoe; the petition fora 
mail route from Napierville, in Dupage county, via Oswe- 
go, Yorkville, and Newark. to Ottowa, in Lasalle county; 


| which were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 


| 
Mr. PAYNE remarked that, if the bills were || 
| the same, he could see no necessity for substitut- 


and Post Roads. 

Mr. W. called up the papers of Jared Buckingham from 
the files of the Committee on Pensions, for the session of 
1836-37, and had them referred to the present Peusion Com- 
mitteee. 

By. Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of John Gilleyten, of 
Monroe county, Mississippi, praying to be refunded a sum 
of money for a certain tract of land in said State, which 
| was not subject to entry, and for which he can obtain no 

atent; which was reterred to the Committee on Public 
| Lands. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of the heirs and legal 
| representatives of J. R. Granger, fur confirmation of tithe 


|| to eight hundred arpents of land on Bayou Plaquemine 


| Brule, in the county of Opelousas, Louisiana. 

By Mt. HOGE: The petition of John Miller, Oliver 
| Whitaker, and twenty-one others, citizens of Stark coun- 
| ty, in the State of Iilinois, praying the establisiunent of s 
| mail route from Peoria, iu the county of Peoria, via Mount 
| Hawley, Princeville, Wyoming, Toulon, Wethérsfield, 


|| Cambridge, Geneseo, Sharon, and Crandell’s Ferry, to Ful- 
|| ton City, in Whiteside county, iv said State of i 


Uinois; 
the petition of John Finley and twenty-five others, citizens 
of Stark county, in the State of Lilinois, asking for a mail 

route from Peoria, in the county of Peoria, via Mount Haw- 
| ley, Princeville, Toulon, Wethersfield, Cambridge, Gen- 
eseo, Sharon, and Craudeil’s Ferry, to Fulton City, in 
| Whiteside county, in said State of illinois; which were 
| referred to the Committee ou the Post Office and Post 
| Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
| Tuespar, May 14, 1844. 


Mr. SEMPLE presented a memorial from Rob- 

ert Marrow, and sundry other citizens of Illinois, 

| praying for the establishment ofa national armory 

at Mass:c, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from 
Billy Brown, a colored man, and citizen of the 
United States, now residing at Portland, Maine, 
representing that he served during the war on 
board the American ship Alliance, and was 
wounded in the action between that vessel and 
L’Insurgent, and prays Congress to grant him 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
| Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition from Eras- 
| tus Miller and others, of Albany, New York, 
| praying that a law may be passed authorizing 
the President of the United S:ates to commute 
the sentence of David Babe, alias William Brown, 
condemned to be hung for an alleged act of piracy 
or murder; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITE presented a remonstrance from 
sundry citizens of Wayne county, Indiana, with- 
out distinction of party, against the annexation 
of Texas to the United States; which was referred 
to the Committe on Foreign Relations 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Albemarle county, Virginia, remonstrat- 


ing against any change of the existing tariff until 
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experience had demonstrated that an alteration 
of its provisions was necessary; also, a memorial 
of the same character from Fluvanna county, 
Virginia; which were referred to the Committee 
op Fimance, 


a 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BREESE gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill to grant to 
the States of Indiana and Ilinoisa portion of the 
unsoid lands in the Vincennes land district, for 
the completion of the Wabash and Erie canal. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition 
of Robert Maguire, praying remuneration for 
losses sustained, and injuries received by him, 
while in the military service of the United States, 
during the late war; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass, 
= — from the House for the relief of John 

iller, 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of Robert 
Mills, praying for an examination of the plan de- 
vised by him for facilitating trigonometrical sur- 
veya; and it was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported in favor of printing the eight maps 
accompanying the plan tor improving the Ohio 
river at the fails. 

Mr. SEVIER opposed the printing of these 
maps as involving a useless expenditure of 
money. 

Messrs. SIMMONS and MOREHEAD advo- 


cated the printing of those maps on the ground | 


that they were necessary to elucidate the report 
of the engineer department, called for by Con- 
ress. 

Mr. WHITE desired to examine into the char- 
acter of the plats proposed to be printed; and with 
that view, on his motion, the subject was laid on 
the table ull to-morrow. 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Print- || 
clerks, and beyond the legal competency of an 


ing, introduced the following resolution: 


Resolved, That fitteen hundred copies be ordered to be 


printed for the use of the Senate, of the report containing 
an seecount of the changes and modification of the com- 
mercial system of other nations, communicated to Con- 
gress in December last, by the Secretary of State, in com- 
plianee with the act of Congress of August 16, 1842. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was laid on the | plicated questions of this kind, between the trans- 


table for examination. 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the subject 


of regulaung the offenses committed on the high | 


seas according to their degree of criminality, re- 
ported a bill supplementary to an act entitled 
** An act to continue in force an act to protect the 
commerce of the United States, and punish the 
crime of piracy, and also to make further pro- 
vision for the punishment of the crime of piracy,” 
pussed May 15, 1820; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the petition of 


Henry Smith, of Sweetwater, praying permission | 


to bring certain slaves from Texas into the Uni- 
ted States, reported a bill for the relief of persons 
residing within the reputed limits of the States of 
Arkansas and Louisiana, beyond the boundary 
line between the United States and the Republic 
of Texas, as established by the commissioners 


appointed to ascertain the same; which was read, 


and ordered to a second reading. 
Mr. SEVIER gave notice that he would call 


this bill up for consideration to-morrow, or, at 


least, to have a vote taken upon it. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Several adverse reports of the standing com- 


mittees on private claims were taken up and con- | 


curred in by the Senate. 
SCROONER GRAMPUS, 


The bill entitled *‘ An aet ‘or the relief of the 


widows and orphans of the officers, seamen, and 
marines, who were lost on board of the United 
States schooner Grampus, and for other par- 
poses,’’ was read the third time, and passed. 








| ment was a subject of no strong objection. 


| most important oflices under the 
_might be rendered useless by incompetent offi- 
He did not pretend to say whether this had | 


| cers. 
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SOLICITOR OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 
The bill to amend the act entitled ** An act to 
reorganize the General Land Office,”’ (being a bill 
to abolish the office of the Solicitor of the General 
Land Office,) was taken up for consideration, as 
in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. HAYWOOD moved to amend the bill by | 


striking out the words “ the passage of this act,”’ 
and to insert the words ‘ the adjournment of the 
present session of Congress;”’ so that the bill shall 
not go into effect until after the adjournment of 


| the present session of Congress. Mr. H. said his 


object was that, in being called upon to vote for 
the bill, he should not be called upon to legislate 
an individual out of office. ’ 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked that the ey A 

ut 
with regard to the objection of the Senator from 
North Carolina, to legislating an individual out 
of office, he would only say that the term for 
which the present incumbent was appointed had 
expired long ago. He preferred that the amend- 
ment should not prevail. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked thatsome slight 
opportunities which he had had of observing the 
duties of this office had induced him to doubt the 
propriety of its abolition. It might have been 
rendered very useless; he did not aug oni The 

overnment 


been the case in regard to the office of Solicitor to 
the General Land Office; but he was sure that if 
it had failed at all, it was not because the office 
was nota necessary one, but because the officer 
had not been competent, or had not properly dis- 
charged his duty. A very short experience in 
the office of Attorney General had satisfied him 
that this office was one of great utility; that even 


with the assistance of this officer, the Attorney | 


General was burdened with so much business that 
it was impossible for him to pay a due regard to 
all the arduous duties of his office. In fact, no 
officer was so necessary an auxiliary to the Attor- 
ney General as the Solicitor of the Land Office; 


|| and he thought that every man who looked into 
_ the duties of this officer would be fully persuaded 


thatmany difficultand perplexing questions arose; 
questions beyond the competency of the ordinary 


otherwise very competent Commissioner of the 
Land Office. 

‘The most perplexing questions arose in regard 
to the purchase and stipulations concerning the 
Indian titles of lands, especially where transfers 
were made from one individual to another. Com- 


ferers and transferees, arose, which were to be 


| judged by some officer of the Government; and 


if the Attorney General attended ever so perfectly 
to the higher duties of his station, he could not 
pay due attention to all these. With every dis- 
position to abolish needless offices, he could not 
consider this of that character. ‘There might have 
been needless officers in it; but that did not ren- 
der the office itself a sinecure. If a search were 
made there could be found many useful offices, 
against which the same complaints, as to those 
conducting them, could be made. A proposition 
was now made to abolish this office. He consid- 
ered it a necessary office, and one which ought to 
be retained. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, in reply to the remarks 
of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirren- 
DEN,]} said he was decidedly of opinion that there 


was nothing more fatal to the prosperity of the | 


country than an inefficient discharge of the duties 


of the General Land Office. These questions of | 


title were subject to great difficulties; and such 


|| were the imperfections of language, that it was 


an extremely arduous matter to puta propercon- 
struction upon them. They should be investi- 
gated with great caution; and all the necessary 
guards adopted for the attainment of the desired 
object. The committee, however, could do noth- 
ing more than they had done. 


years’ experience, it was found that no 


grown out of it, but evil ratherthan good. While 

he attested the high importance of the office, he | 

could not countenance the continuance of it, un- | 
| less the Land Office system was materially modi- | 
| fied. 
|| not be 














It was stated that | 
this office was a mere sinecure; that, after seven | 


good had | 


a 


The office might be retained; but it should 
retained unless that department was reor- 
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nized. Experience was better than all reason; 
in this matter. The office, for a long ons 
been utterly useless, and had produced confusion 


instead of good. However, he had no feeline in 


|| the matter one way or another; and it was only 


because it devolved upon him, in the performance 
of his duty, that he had stated the grounds of hin 
objections. 

Mr. BARROW did not intend to detain the 
Senate by mre anything upon this subject, 
having said all he had to say when the bill wa: 
up heretofore. He only now rose for the pur. 
»ose of asking the Senator from New Hampst 
[Mr. sean 0 who had filled the office of 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury for some time, to State 
to the Senate his views upon the subject. Whey 
he had the honor of addressing the Senate befor» 
he stated, as his opinion, that the Attorney Gen. 
eral of the United States, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, had no time to investigate the several 
cases which came up. He was gratified to find that 
he had been seconded in his views concerning the 
duties of the Attorney General by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Critrenpen;] and he asked 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woop- 
BURY] to give his views to the Senate upon that 
point relating to the assistance derived from that 
officer by the Secretary of the Treasury, and such 
other points as the subject might suggest, 

Mr. WOODBURY said that, as his experience 
had been appealed to by the Senator from Louis- 
iana, [Mr. Barrow,] he would remark that, al- 
though the opinion of the present Commissioner 
of the Land Office and of the Secretary of the 
Treasury was in favor of the abolition of the office, 
he could say that his own experience, from the 
year 1834 to the year 1839, satisfied him that, at 
that time, the immense quantity of business in the 
Land Office rendered the office of Solicitor notonly 
necessary and proper, but, in the hands of the very 
able western iw ers who had administered it, 
particularly useful and efficient. During the first 
portion of that period, the late Senator from Illi- 
nois (Mr. McRoberts) was the incumbent, and 
subsequently another very eminent lawyer; and 
so satisfactorily did they investigate the cases re- 
ferred to them, that in most instances their opin- 
ions were concurred in by the Departments. The 
Commissioner of the Land Office, who was the 
first investigator of cases of reference, was not of 
necessity a lawyer; and such was the importance 
and the intricacies of the questions, that the claim- 
ants, not satisfied with his opinion, even if he 
were a lawyer, appealed from his decision to the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and even if he werea 
lawyer, and gave his opinion against them, they 
appealed to the President of the United States, 
looking to the decision of the Attorney General 
as the last resort. It seemed to be extremely 
necessary, therefore, that there should be an of- 
ficer in the Department whose exclusive duty it 
should be to examine into these questigns of title. 
He had no doubt that, in the hands of an efficient 
western lawyer, well acquainted with the land 
claims, and the laws by which they are governed, 
the office would be found of very great import- 
ance and value to the Government. As to the 
person in whose hands it had been when the Com- 
missioner and the Secretary of the Treasury came 
to their decision as to the capability of the indi- 
vidual, or whether the office had been rendered 
nugatory by his incompetency, he knew nothing, 
and therefore could express no opinion, not being 
acquainted with the circumstances of the case. 

r. JOHNSON inquired of the honorable Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsvry) 
whether, when at the head of the Treasury De- 
partment, he was obliged to refer to the Attorney 
General for his opinion? The office of Solicitor 
to the General Land Office was worse than use- 
less; and he was decidedly of opinion that tt 
ought to be abolished. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN wished to make a single 
statement. He thought his friend from Louisiana 
could not have had much experience in relation 
to this matter. The Attorney General formed his 
opinion upon a statement of facts investigated by 
the Solicitor. What mere clerk was competent 
to investigate this statement of facts? The At 
torney General was not obliged to look into them; 
but it was upon the statement of facts made to 
him that he formed his opinion. It was nota part 
of his duty to go into the facts themselves. And 
so the Commissioner of the \Land Office was 


pur- 
ire, 





ing 
iad 
ion 
rin 
aly 


hig 


ce 
is- 
al- 
ier 
he 
ce, 
he 
at 
he 
ily 


it, 
rst 
li- 
nd 
nd 
re- 
in- 
he 





1844. 


yally incompetent to attend to this duty if he 
equally ; atyir a 
id proper attention to the other duties of his 
station. He might be a very excellent Commis- 
sioner without being en able lawyer. It required 
an able lawyer to perform this duty of Solicitor. 
He believed his salary was much less than that 
of thegSolicitor of the Treasury. 

Mr. PORTER said from his seat, $1,500 less. 
One got $3,500 a year; the other $2,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON would respectfully ask the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsury] 
whether the duties of the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury were such as that these questions might be 
referred to him? 

Mr. WOODBURY replied that the Solicitor of 
the Treasury was not a western man; and it was 
utterly impossible for any but a lawyer, profes- 
sionally educated in the West among those titles, 
to become qualified to decide upon claims involv- 
ing difficult questions, such as occurred. 

Mr. HUD INGTON said he had no personal 
knowledge upon this subject; and he relied upon 
the information of those who were conversant 
with it. There was before the Senate proof that 
these land claims were constantly before the Gov- 
ernment; that they involved questions of great 
moment; and that the Attorney General could 
not go into the titlestothemall. There wasalso 
the testimony of the former Secretary of the 
Treasury, Whose opinion was of great weight. 
lt was proposed, and this bill provided, that the 
duties of this office, which were now performed 
by the Solicitor, should be performed by the Re- 
corder, or such other person as the Commissioner 
of the Land Office should designate. Why do 
this? If the office of Solicitor was not wanted, 
and there was to be no inquiry into these mat- 
ters, why not strike that provision from the bill 
altogether? Why put an officer of this grade 
in, to fulfill his own duties and the duties of Soli- 
citor? He questioned whether weshould not soon 
be called upon to make an appropriation. Sup- 
pose the Recorder performed the duties of Solicitor: 
would he not have to be paid for his extra duties? 
By and by Congress would be called upon to 
make an appropriation; unless, indeed, persons 
were employed who were mere clerks, and who 
were not capable of performing theduty. It was 
much more advisable and copetions that the duties 
should be performed, as heretofore, by some per- || 
son in whom the public had confidence. | 

Thediscussion was further continued by Messrs. 
SEVIER, BREESE, JOHNSON, and WOOD- 
BRIDGE, who maintained that the office was 
now a perfect sinecure, and should be abolished; 
and by Messrs. CRITTENDEN and WOOD- | 
BURY in opposition to the bill, maintaining that | 
the office was necessary; and that it was an | 
important office if it was filled by a competent 
person. 

Mr. HAYWOOD gave his reasons why he | 
could not vote for the bill in its present shape— || 
maintaining that, although Congress had the right || 
to abolish the office, it could not legislate a man || 
out of office. He argued that this bill was one || 
merely to legislate A B out of office, and to con- 
fer his duties upon some other individual. He 
would vote for the bill, if it was amended; if it 
was not amended, he would not vote for it, be- 
cause he could not do so without violating his 
conscience. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
Ment; and it was rejected. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
without amendment; and the question being on its | 
Operant 

Mr. ATHERTON observed that, having sub- | 
mitted the resolution upon which this bill is found- 
ed, he would very briefly state that it arose from 
a conviction that the office of Solicitor of the 
Land Office was no longer necessary. The com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives had, last 
Congress, reported that the office was useless and 
ought to be abolished. Whether a bill to that 
effect had or had not been acted on by the House 
he did not know; but sufficient grounds were ad- 
duced in the committee’s report to satisfy him 
that the conclusion at which it arrived was cor- 
rect, and that the public service could suffer no 
detriment by abolishing the office. He was in- 
duced to introduce the resolution because the office, 
at the time, was vacant, the Senate having rejected 
the nomination of the person appointed during the 

ecess. The office, after that rejection, was, to all 
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| office; for it was merely a question of abolishing 


| a vacant office. The resolution having been re- || 


| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, that | 
committee, through a communication from the | 
| Secretary of the Treasury, received a letter from 

| the Commissioner of Public Lands, giving the | 


| most satisfactory reasons fer the proposed aboli- 


| 
tion, and showing that the duties of the office | 
could be performed by his clerks without aug- | 
mentation, The committee, in conformity with 
thisevidence, reported the present bill witha stron 
recommendation in its favor. It was very wil 
known that, from time to time, incessant applica- 
tions were pouring into Congress from the Exec. 
utive Departments, calling for additionalclerksand 
officers to transact the public business; but he 
believed this was the first instance on record of 
one of the Departments recommending the aboli- 
tion of an office. It would be strange indeed if 
Congress, which had heretofore yielded so readily 
to the solicitations of the Departments for an aug- 
mentation of offices, should now resist the only 
recommendation coming from the same quarter 
for the retrenchment or abolition of an office. It 
would show that Congress was making very little 
progress in that reform which the country was led 
toexpect. He had risen merely to call for the 
yeas and nays on the question of engrossment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bates, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Hen- 
derson, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Pearce, Porter, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, 
Walker, Woodbridge, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bagby, Barrow, Berrien, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Haywood, Huntington, 
—— Morehead, Phelps, Rives, White, and Woodbury 
—iiO. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. BARROW rose, but, after a few words in 
an under tone between him and Senators around 
him, gave way. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


resolution of adjournment, as amended by the 
House. 

The resolution was accordingly taken up, and 
the amendment was read’, substituting the 17th of 
June for the 27th of May, as the day of adjourn- 
ing the present session sine die, 

Mr. EVANS was very sorry the House had 
not seen fit to agree to the rendhition of the Sen- 
ate to adjourn on the 27th of May; but he be- 


Senate was somewhat behindhand in its business, 
which was not the fact. On explaining the mat- 
ter to members of the House since, he found 
there was a disposition to agree to a nearer day 
than the 17th, and he therefore should now move 
to amend the amendment of the House by sub- 
stituting the 3d for the 17th of June. 

Mr. BARROW apprehended this motion to 
amend the amendment of the House would lead 
to debate. He had given way to the Senator 
from Maine, under the impression that it was his 
purpose, in taking up the resolution, to concur 
in the amendment of the House; but if he had 
understood that it was the intention of the Senator 
to move this amendment, he certainly would have 
carried out his object in rising, by moving to go 
into executive session. 

Mr. EVANS considered the resolution the 
proper business, and one most necessary to dis- 
pose of without delay, both the Senate and the 
House having come to the conclusion of adjourn- 


ing within a time not now very distant. 

Mr. BARROW, foreseeing the amendment 
would lead to debate, should move to lay the res- 
olution on the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. begged the Senator from 
Louisiana would allow him to make the sugges- 
ton that the amendment might not lead to debate. 
If the time of adjournment were now fixed, both 
Houses would work up to it, and more business 
would be done. Should the amendment lead to 
discussion, he, for one, would consent to lay the 
resolution on the table for to-day. 

Mr. BARROW consented to suspend his mo- 
tion on condition that the vote would be taken at 


lieved it was under a misa prehension that the 


once. 
Mr. RIVES expressed a hope that no amend- 


2 
aaa EE = : 


Mr. EVANS moved to take up the Senate joint | procure a survey of the mouth of Red river, and 





intentsand purposes, vacant. The question, there- || ment would be made; for he apprehended if the 
| fore, could not arise of legislating a man out of || 


resolution was sent back to the House, the ques- 
tion of adjournment would be opened up, and the 
whole matter would be atsea again. He felt con- 
fident, if the amendment of the Senator from 
| Maine prevailed, the House would open up the 
discussion, and probably the session might be 
protracted for months. ‘The House was the best 
judge of the time necessary to accomplish itsowpa 
| business; and having fixed upon the 17th of June, 
he saw no sufficient reason for not concurring on 
| the part of the Senate, 

Mr. WALKER assured the Senate that if the 
resolution was proceeded with now it would lead 
to discussion. It was a resolution which could 
not, under existing circumstances, be disposed 
of without considerable debate. Heshould him- 
| self be compelled to debate it, in view of import- 
ant matters to be disposed of before the adjourn- 
ment could take place. 

Mr. BARROW requested that, such being the 
| Senator’s intention, be should renew the motion 
to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. WALKER, in accordance with this re- 
quest, moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

The vote was taken on this motion by ayes and 
noes, and resulted—ayes 24, noes 16. 

So the resolution was laid on the table, 

Mr. EVANS gave notice that he would to-mor- 
row move, at the earliest opportunity, to take up 
the resolution. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

On motion of Mr. BARROW, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, Mey 14, 1844. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
Mr. DAWSON, by leave, presented a resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, re- 
questing the Senators and Representatives from 
said State in the Congress of the United States to 


earnestly urge an appropriation to be made to 
remove the impediments now existing in said 
river; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


| 
| CUARTER FOR WASHINGTON, 
| 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, it was 


Resolved, That all debate in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the House bill to amenn and 
continue in foree the act to incorporate the inhabitants uf 
the city of Washington shall cease at half after twelve 
o’clock this day, and the committee shail then lay aside the 
said bill, with such amendments as may be agreed upon, to 
be reported to the House. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL inquired what was the sit- 
uation of the bill for rechartering the banks of the 
| District, which came from the Senate yesterday? 

The SPEAKER replied that the bill was upon 
the Speaker’s table, and would come up in ite 
order after the expiration of the morning hour, 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he was extremely de- 

sirous that that bill should be referred to the Com- 
|| mittee of the Whole, and he would therefore 
|| move, if it were the proper course, to reconsider 

the vote oy which the bill was ordered to be read 

a second time. And before the House voted upon 

that motion, he requested them to review the his- 

tory of the transactions of the last two days. On 
| the first day set apart for the consideration of 
|| District business, he moved to take up the House 
|| bill for extending the charters of the banks, con- 
|| sidering it one of the most important bills that 
|| had been referred to the committee; and the gen- 
i| tlheman from Tennessee, [Mr. ©. Jounson,] w 

|| the Clerk was about to read the bill, objected on 
| the ground that a bill of a similar character was 
\| under consideration in the Senate. What was the 
| inference to be drawn from the gentleman’s objec- 
} tion? Was it not that so soon as the Senate bill 
|| should be communicated to this House, he would 
| be willing that the subject should be considered? 





But what was the course of the gentleman Pag oo 
day? When there was a packed House t a 
tleman moved to lay the bill upon the table. Upon 
his motion for reconsideration, Mr. C. asked for 
the previous question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON desired the gentleman from 
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South Carolina to explain what he meant by say- 
ing that there was a packed House. If 
tleman meant to impute to him a desire to take 
any unfair advantage, he made a charge which 
was utterly untrue. 

Mr. HARDIN remarked that the previous 

uestion had been demanded, and debate was 
erefore out of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he had made nocharge; 
but he would withdraw his call for the previous 

uestion, at the request of the gentleman, on con- 
ition that he would renew it. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had always been 
opposed to the bill, and would endeavor to defeat 
its passage, but not by indirect means. He did 
not want the time of the House to be occupied 
twice on the same subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL renewed his demand for the 
previous question. 

There was a second; and the main question (on 
the reconsideration) was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. BURKE moved to lay the bill upon the 
table; and upon this motion the yeas and nays 
were demanded, and ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 70, nays 94. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred on Mr. Campsecy’s 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to be read a second time, and was 
decided in the affirmative. 

The bill being then upon its second reading, 
was read a second time. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the bill was 
then referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


CHARTER OF WASIIINGTON. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. J. R. Incrrsoiy 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill to renew the charter of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The bill having been read through, 

Mr. CAMPBELL offered an amendment, pre- 
scribing the payment of a poll tax as a quaiifica- 
tion for voting at elections. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, opposed the amend- 
ment on the ground that many qvalified voters 
might be passed over by the assessors. He was 
for the unlimited right of suffrage, and opposed 
to any restriction whatever, 

Mr. HAMLIN also opposed the amendment. 
He would have no other qualification for a voter 
but that he should be in possession of his reason. 
For the reasons which he had given, he should go 
to expunge everything from the bill that would 
impose any restriction on the exercise of the suf- 
frage. He desired that every white male citizen 
of twenty-one years of age should have the right 
to vote; and if any distinction at all were made, 
let it be one of intelligence, and not of dollars and 


cents. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN instituted a comparison 
between two bills, one now before the committec, 
and one which he was understood to say would 
be offered as a substitute for it in the Senate. He 
advocated that which he designated ‘the people’s 
bill’’—a bill got up by the people of this District, 
and one which he deemed well calculated to pro- 
mote the interests of the people. 

Mr. CHILTON related some proceedings of the 
committee to whom this subject had been referred, 
and the result of some interviews had with com- 
mittees coming from the people to show that it 
was the desire of even those that had becn the 
advocates of universal suffrage that the suffrage 
should be denied to those who pay neither poll nor 
property tax. He hoped this committee would 
accede to the voice of the people, and not attempt 
to carry out systems which prevail in the States 
in favor of which the people of this District had 
not spoken. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, knew not what 
portion or proportion of the pow approved this 
charter, but the only principle he could recognize 
was that of the largestliberty. He would extend 
the suffrage to every white inhabitant of the age 
of twenty-one years. That was the system pur- 
sued in the West, from which he came, where 
the poorest freeman could vote equally with the 
most lordly aristocrat. 

The CHAIRMAN here announced the expira- 
ation of the time to which the debate was limited. 


| 





| 





| 


} 
j 
| 
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| 
| 


The question was then put on the pending 


the gen- || amendment, being Mr. Campse.i’s motion to 


_ insert the words * and who shall have paid a poll 
| tax.’ 

Tellers were demanded and appointed; who re- 
ported ayes sixty-six; noes not counted. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the remainder of 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to strike out 

the whole bill after the enacting clause, and insert 

a substitute which he handed up. Mr. J. said 
| that bill was nearly similar to the bill of the com- 
| mittee, and wasa revision of that bill. The qual- 
| ification of mayor and councilmen and of voters 
| was the same. Such alterations as were made 
| would readily be understood if read by the Clerk. 

By meget mniinens those parts of Mr. Jongs’s 
bill which differed from the bill of the committee 
were read. 

Mr. CHILTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the enacting clause 
and inserting the charter recommended by the 
convention of delegates from four wards of the 

| 


e 
he amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. Jongs’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHILTON moved anamendment, to come 
in as an additional section, providing that this 
charter shall be submitted to the qualified voters 
of the city as described in said charter, and if 
approved by a majority of them, shall go into 
operation; but if rejected, it shall be null and void, 
and the old charter shall be in full force. 

_This amendment was agreed to without a di- 
vision. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House. 

DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL moved to take up Senate bill 
No. 86, being a bill to recharter the banks of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. WELLER asked for tellers; and Messrs. 
Wetter and Cuitton were appointed. They 
reported 59 in the affirmative, and 49 in the nega- 
tive—being less than a quorum. 

Another count took place, when the vote stood 
62 in the affirmative, and 66 in the negative. 

So the committee refused to take up the bill. 


PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 
Mr. CAMPBELL moved to take up bill No. 


| 345, being a bill providing for the repairing of 
Pennsylvania avenue. 
The motion was agreed to; the vote being 65 
in the affirmative, and 48 in the negative. 
The bill was taken up accordingly, and read 
| through by the Clerk. 
| Mr. C, JOHNSON desired the gentleman who 
| reported this bill to give some satisfactory reason 
why $28,000 was required to repave a road but 
about one mile long. It was now one of the best 
paved roads in the country; and he was at a loss 
| to conceive how $28,000 should be required. He 
| would move to strike out ‘* $28,000,”’ and insert 
** $5,000.” 
| Mr. DUNCAN also desired to ask a question, 
and the gentleman could then answer both to- 
| gether. This question was, if $185,000 had not 
| been already spent on this avenue—a single street? 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK replied that the bill re- 
quired that the work should be done by contract; 
and hence the amount here named might not be 
required. In relation to the amount already ex- 
pended he said he had no knowledge; but if the 
amount mentioned by the gentleman from Ohio 
had been expended, he could only say that it had 
been worn out, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessce, said, in the early 
part of the session, a bill similar in its general 
| features to this under consjderation was passed 
| by the Senate. ‘That bill came to the House, and 
| was referred to the Committee for the District of 
| Columbia, proposing $40,000 for this Pennsylva- 





|| nia avenue, and $10,000 for other avenues. The 


| 
| 
j 


| bill now under consideration proposed to appro- 
priate $28,000 for Pennsylvania avenue, and 
$10,000 for other streets, being a difference of 
$12,000. By the instruction of the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, he reported the Senate 
bill, and recommended its rejection; and it was 


| It was said that the inha 


bill was got up, and brought before : 
tee. When the Senate bill was Salers the ryan 
he remarked that he found no authority in! 
Constitution of the United States for the appr . 
priation of such sums of money for Sethe “4 
poses. By the Constitution of the United States, 
exclusive jurisdiction over this District wag vested 
in Congress as its local Legislature; but when ac: 
ing as the local Legislature of the District of Co. 
lumbia, they had no authority, according to his 
conception of the Constitution, to put their hands 
into the public Treasury of the nation—the prop- 
erty of the people of the country at large—anq 
appropriate it for the making of streets in th» 
District of Columbia. Congress was now sittine 
as the local Legislature of this District, (this 
being one of the days set apart for the consider. 
ation of business relating to the District,) but he 
could not conceive how he was authorized to take 
the property of his constituents, or of the con. 
stituents of other gentlemen here, to make roads 
| for the people of the eer of Washington. 
itants here had made 
roads, and erected houses, and provided other 
| accommodations for the Government and the 
| members of Congress; but he would ask, for 
| what purpose did the people of the city of Now 
| York, and of other cities, build houses and make 
| streets? Was it not for the accommodation of 
|| the people who visited those cities? Could the 
|| accommodate the people who came there without 
|| houses? and could they expect persons to board 
| with them, and make Subthedes at their stores, 
| unless they had comfortable accommodation? 
| And the accommodation here, as everywhere 
i else, was to be paid for—it was not for the gratu- 
|| itous accommodation of the Government and 
|, members of Congress; and hence in the comforts 
provided, the interests of the people of the District 
were involved, and thereby promoted. Much 
had been said of the land which had been con- 
veyed to the Government; buthad it been received 
without consideration? The Commissioner of 
Public Buildings had made a statement, from 
which it appeared that five hundred and forty-one 
, acres of land had been paid for the Government 
in the sum of $36,099; and by another paper, 
signed by Mr. Seaton, Mr. Maury, and others, 
it was shown that there were eleven hundred and 
| thirty-four acres of lying within the corporate 
| jurisdiction of the city of Washington; but what 
sort of land was it, and of what value? Why, 
five dollars an acre would be twenty times its 
value. But, although there was so much of the 
land here conveyed to the Government after the 
city was laid out, every alternate building lot was 
returned to the city, from which it was fair to 
assume that some profit had been derived. 

How were other cities improved? Did the Le- 
gislature of Pennsylvania provide for repairing 
the streets of Harrisburg? It was*not the prac- 
tice in the State where he lived. The bill proposed 
to appropriate $38,000 of the public money for 
the Sean tof this city—a greater sum than the 
people of his district would be called on to pay 
for the support of their State government for two 

ears. He was willing, if the citizens of Wash- 
ington desired ‘it, in the exercise of the legislative 
powers vested in this Congress, to permit a tax 
to be levied upon them for the improvement of 
Pennsylvania avenue, and all the other streets; 
but not one cent would he vote out of the national 
Treasury for that purpose, 

There was no difference between this bill and 
the former one, except in amount; and if any 
new light had come over the House to induce 
them to reverse their decision, it had not yet 
broken upon his mind. He wished not to be il- 
liberal toward the city of Washington, but he 
felt it his duty to be just towards his constitu- 
ents. 

The debate was further continued by Mr. CAU- 
SIN in favor of the bill, and Mr. RATHBUN in 
opposition to it. 

he bill was laid aside, to be reported. 
COURT-HOUSE AT ALEXANDRIA. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the commit- 
tee took up the bill providing for covering the 
roof of the court-house at Alexdndria with un. 

Mr. WELLER called for the reading of a re- 

| Port communicated to Congress by the resident 
| of the United States in relation to this court- 





| 
| 





| 
| 


rejected. Subsequent to that time, the present || house. 
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ravily laid aside. 


" DISTRICT BANKS. 1 


Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the committee 
ike up the Senate bill No, 86, to recharter the H 





Mr. WELLER observed that the committee 
had resolved this morning not to take up that 


ir. CAMPBELL replied that it was true the 
committee had this morning resolved not to take 
yp the bill, but they might come to a different 
conclusion now. ae ) 

Mr. WELLER said, if the gentleman persisted 
in his motion, he would break up the committee, 
as it was evident there was no quorum present. 

The question was then taken; when it appeared 
that there were—ayes 61, noes 31. 

No quorum voting, a second count was had; 
when it appeared that there were—ayes 66, noes 


No quorum voting, a third count was had; when 
there appeared to be—ayes 66, noes 30. 

No quorum voting, some conversation ensued, 
and then, by general consent, a quorum being 
present, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House. 

HOWARD INSTITUTION. 


The bill to grant a plat of land to the Howard 
Institution of the city of Washington was also | 
taken up, and Jaid aside, to be reported to the 


use. 
Hous ORPHAN ASYLUM. 


The next bill taken up wasa bill to incorporate 
the Orphan Asylum and Female Free Schools of 
Alexandria, in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE moved to strike out sections eight, 
nine, and ten. 

Mr. PRATT said it was designed by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Grounds to ask Congress to 
sella portion of the public grounds for the im- 
provement of other portions; and he thought this 
was a better disposal of it than giving it away, 
as these sections proposed. 

Mr. CHILTON defended the sectidns, and ex- 
plained the charitable objects of the institutions 
to which this bill related. 

Mr. HALE said if the public lands were to be 
given to the institutions at Alexandria, he hoped 
asimilar donation would be made to the Catholic 
Seminary at Georgetown. 

ae CHILTON said such a donation had been 
made, 

Mr. HALE said he had been assured that such 
was not the case. But further, a memorial had 
come to Congress setting forth that when the lands 
lying in this District were conveyed to this Gov- 
ernment, there was an express or an implied trust 
that the Government should keep the roads and 
bridges in repair. Now, if this were so, the dis- 
som of these lands for the benefit of institutions, 
owever charitable, was a breach of trust, and an 
assumption of power which this Government did 
hot possess. 

_Mr. CHILTON made some further observa- 
tions in defense of the bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN said if he were to gratify his 
charitable feelings, he should chadvenhe the ap- 
propriation ; but he was voting away other people’s 
eer and he had no right to use means not 
is Own to gratify his own feelings. He would 
give these cities the power to tax themselves, and 
exercise other municipal powers that were ex- 
ercised in other cities, and then let them support 
their own institutions. 

Mr. NEWTON defended the bill. 

The amendment was rejected; and the bill was 
laid aside, to be reported to the House. 


GEORGETOWN COLLEGE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL then moved to take up the 
bill to incorporate the Georgetown college, in the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was taken up and read through by the 

lerk; and, after a few remarks by Mr. 6. J. 
INGERSOLL, it was laid aside, to be reported 
to the House. 

The committee then rose, and reported all the 
bills acted upon in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union to the House. 


SALE OF RESERVATION. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the House jj tine, and Shawneetown land districts, for the | 
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on the State of the Union, (Mr. Vinton in the || 

chair,) and took up House bill No. 107, to au- | 

thorize the sale of part of public reservation No. || 

13, in the city of Washington, and for other pur- || 
oses,. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the committee that 
reported this bill, submitted some amendments, 
on which a brief conversation ensued, in which || 
several members took part. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON inquired if the Secretary of 
the Navy had been consulted whether the Tand 
was wanted for the use of a hospital? This ought 
to be done before passing the bill. Again: he || 
objected to giving the land to this vestry and then 
buying it- back from them in sites. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said that there was a provis- | 
ion in the bill that the land should not be sold 
unless the Secretary of the Navy shall be of the 
opinion that it may be done without injury to the 
public service. As to the purchase of sites for 
the burial of members of Congress, that was done 
now. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment; and it was agreed to. 


Mr. ELMER offered an amendment providing 
that a sufficient number of sites shall be reserve 
by the Government for the burial of members of 
Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported. 


PLACES OF WORSHIP. 


The next bill taken up was the bill in relation 
to lands devised to religious institutions for places 
of worship; and after being read through, it was 
laid aside, to be reported. 

ALEXANDRIA CANAL COMPANY. 


The bill to amend the act incorporating the 


| 
i 
j 


Alexandria Canal Company was also considered; || 


and noamendment being offered, it was laid aside, 
to be reported. 
The House then adjourned. 





The following petitions presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The petition of Peter Shaf- 
fer, praying indemnity for labor performed on the Cumber- 
land road, in the State of Illinois; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. ‘I’. SMITH presented additional testimony in the 
claim ofthe heirs of Joseph Garrard ; which was referred 
ta the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The memorial of John J. Dix- 
on, asking pay for property snctreyes by the Tennessee 
volunteers, under General Wool, in 1836. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, May 15, 1844. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented the proceedings 
and resolutions of what was styled a great Dem- 
ocralic meeting, held in the frat congressional 
district of Pennsylvania, in Moyamensing Hall, 
on Friday night last, in favor of the admission of 
Texas into the Union; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. B. remarked that he would have presented 
these sooner, but he mislaid the papers. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a remonstrance from 
sundry citizens of the State of Ohio, against the 
annexation of Texas to the Union; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Archer, of Washington city, asking a com- 

ensation for certain designs furnished for the 

otomac bridge; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill granting furloughs in the 
naval service; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, with sundry amendments, House 
bill entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
30th day of June, 1845.” 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill to 
grant to the States of Indiana and Illinois a por- 
tion of the unsold lands in the Vincennes, Pales- 
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. The report not being at hand, the bill was tem- || resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole ] ee of the national thoroughfare connect- 


ing Lake Erie with the Ohio river, by the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Wabash; 
which was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. WRIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of William 
D. Cheever, deceased: which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, presented a report from the Secretary of 
War, connected with the subject; which received 
the same reference. 


JULIA WEED. 


The resolution of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asking to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Julia Weed, came 
up for consideration. 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved so to amend the 
resolution as to refer the case to the Commissioner 
of Pensions, 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the subject was 
laid over till to-morrow. 


CLAIMS FOR LOSSES. 


The bill to provide for the settlement of claims 
for losses of property, by reason of its military 
occupation in the Territory of Florida, was read 
the second time, and taken up as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. WRIGHT remarked that this bill was 
reported from the Committee on Claims, and was 
substantially a copy of the bill reported from the 
same committee last year,and passed the Senate; 
but so amended that it was lost. He then alluded 
to the action of the other House upon several 
individual claims belonging to the classes which 
this bill was intended to cover. The committee 
of that House had made adverse reports on them 


| upon evidence before them on several cases. He 
r 


doubted, therefore, whether it would be prope 
for the Senate to pass the bill without further 
examination, The claim of Hernandez, particu- 
larly, had been reported strongly against in the 
other House, 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and, 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was ordered to 
lie on the table until further investigation could be 
had into the subject. 


HENRY GARDNER AND OTHERS. 


The bill for the relief of Henry Gardner and 
others, directors of an association called the New 
England Mississippi Land Company, was taken 
up as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained the character of the 
bill, and said it had passed the Senate heretofore. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the question being, ** Shall ghe bill be engrossed 
for a third reading?”’ 

Mr. TAPPAN made some remarks against the 
bill, and called for the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion of engrossment; which were ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN showed that the bill had fre- 
quently passed before. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, some — ago, he 
paid attention to this subject; that he had exam- 
ined all the documents; and once or twice defeated 
the bill as reported. The Committee on the Ju- 
diciary came, finally, to his way of thinking, and 
imposed the restrictions in it whieh he desired; 
and for that reason, the last year or two, he had 
voted for the bill, believing it to be a just. one. 

Messrs. BENTON and COLQUITT pointed 
out the fraud upon which the transaction was ori- 

inally founded between certain members of the 
Gisostis Legislature and the Georgia Mississippi 
Land Company—the Jand scrip of which com- 
pany was erechaded by the New England Missis- 
sippi Land Company. 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that there was no 
diversity of opinion as to the original fraud; but 
that the New England Mississippi Land Compa- 
ny, who had purchased the scrip of the Georgia 
company, had no participation in the original 
transaction, and were not a party to the fraud— 
were totally unconnected withit. They purchased 
the scrip before the Legislature of Georgia revoked 
the contract of the Sperry toes cogs with the 
Georgia Mississippi Land Company. 

Messrs. TAPPAN and H OOD made 
some further remarks against the bill, and Messrs. 
BERRIEN and CHOATE in its favor. 

The question was then taken on 


ee 


ler wi Eg a Re or an ae er er 2 
ce # . - : . eo mags par he sane a 
Tan a . aoe : me > 


a 

> 

¥ 
i; 





ae ERR RASS a SR BET IS 
eo » 
: . ao ae 








is 
MeN 7 a Fs 
pe a ee FenrIO TI al le + 
Loered Seen 


= 


FT seah cen ait cis“ ii ate alithaabia/-aceecisaniil 


\ 


Se on ahewada 


roe 


pres ps merece agen MEMEBERS tr <perita 







Pr 








se 


STE a ia al el al 
baer pe 







632 


——$— ry ————— ——— + — ag RRC 








bill to be engrossed fora third reading, and d | 


in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 14; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Buch- 


| 


} 


ee 


| new districts, to be called the districts of San- 


j 


dusky and Teche, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 2, 1811, was taken up, as in Com- 


anon, Choate, Clayton, Evans, Francis, Huger, Hunting- | mittee of the Whole; but was, without being con- 


ton, Jarnagin, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, 
Bimmons, Tallinadge, White, and Woodbridge—21. 
NAYS—Messes. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Haywood, Lewis, Sevier, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, and Woodbury—14. ° 


SENATE BILLS CONSIDERED. 


The following Senate bills were then taken u 
and cansidered as in Committee of the Whole, 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading: 

A bill relating to the bonds to be given by cus- 
tom-house officers; 

{This bill requires that these officers shall give 
bond immediately on entering on the duties of the 
office. The present law permits them to be in 
office three months before bond is required of 
them. 

A tu for the relief of Gideon Batcheldor and 
others; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Bryan, Harrison 
Young, and Benjamin Young; 

A bill to authorize the payment of equitable 
commissions to the agents or attorneys of persons 
in whose favor awards have been made under 
three several treaties between the United States 
and certain foreign Powers, which awards have 
been returned to the Treasury in payment of 
debts due the United States; 

A joint resolution authorizing the transmission 
and presentation of books to the minister of justice 
+f rance, in exchange for books received from 

im; 

[This was amended, on the motion of Mr. 
Cnoare, to the effect that Mr. Alexander Vatte- 
mare should be the agent through which the 
exchange is to be made.] 

A joint resolution authorizing an allowance to 
urser D. M. F. Thornton, in the settlement of 
his accounts; 

A bill for the relief of Reynall Coates, Walter 

R. Johnson, and William B. McMurtrie; and 

[This bill indemnifies these individuals for 
Josses sustained in consequence of the revocation 
of their appointment as members of the scientific 
corps of the South sea exploring expedition after 
they had made every preparation, by the purchase 
of clothing and scientific instruments, for the ex- 
pedition.]} 

A bill granting a pension to George Whittier. 

FOREIGN COMMERCIAL SYSTEM. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Summons, was taken up, and adopted: 

Resolved, Tiat fifteen hundred copies be ordered to be 
printed, for the use of the Senate, of the report containing 
an account of the ch sand modifications of the com- 
mercial system of othef nations, communicated to Con- 
gress, in December last, by the Secretary of State, in com- 
pliance with the act of Congress of August 16, 1542. 


WILLIAM WALKER. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William Walker was taken up, as in Commit- 
tec of the Whole, on an adverse report of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PHELPS remarked that, since that report 
had becn made, new evidence in support of the 
claim had been submitted to him. Le had not 
had time to examine it yet; and believing that it 
was due to the claimants that there should be a 
further examination, he moved to lay the bill 
on the table, with that view. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES LC. SHERMAN. 


The bill for the relief of Charles E. Sherman 
was takeu up, as in Committee of the Whole, on 
an adverse report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved that the bill be indef- 
initely postponed. 

My. BA ARD moved to lay it on the table. 


The motion was agreed to, 
CHANGE OF DISTRICTS. 
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sidered, laid on the table, on the motion of Mr. 
HUNTINGTON, who remarked that there was 
another bill providing for the same object in con- 
nection with a change of other districts, which he 
preferred should be passed instead of this bill. 


GRANTS TO INDIANS. 


The Senate then took up for consideration, as 
in Committee of the Whole, the bill authorizing 
persons to whom reservations of land have been 
or shall be made, under Indian treaties, to alien- 
ate the same in fee. 

The bill provides, as follows: 


Sec. 1. Thatany person or persons to whom any reserva- 
tion of land has been or shall be made, by treaty between 
the United States and any Indian tribe, shall be permitted 
to alienate the same in fee by deed of conveyance, exe- 
cuted in the usual manner, whether Indian or other person, 
in whose favor such reservation is or shall be made; and 
such deed of conveyance shall be deemed to divest the 
United States of their reversionary interest in the lands so 
reserved, and to vest in the purchaser or purchasers thereof 
an estate in fee simple : Provided, That, by the treaty reserv- 
ing any tract of land, the person to whom the reservation 
is made shall possess such an estate in the lands proposed 
to be alienated as gives him, her, or them, a right to their 
tual use, or a greater estate therein: 4nd provided fur- 
ther, That such deed of conveyance shall not be valid for 
such purpose uutil the same shall have been approved by | 
the President of the United States, or by such other officer, 
or in such other manner, as may have been provided by the 
treaty under which the reservation was made. 

Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That any reservation of 
land, such as is referred to in the preceding section of this 
act, heretofore sold by the person or persons to whom the 
same was made, and for which a deed of conveyance shall 
be executed in conformity with the provisions of the said 
section, such deed shall be deemed to divest the United 
States of their reversionary interest in the said lands, and 
vest in the purchaser or purchasers thereof an estate in fee 
simple. 


Mr. WHITE explained that this was a bill 
which would not have been found necessary had 
the treaties with Indians been made by lawyers, 
or had they been revised by lawyers. A distinc- 
tion without a difference had been made between 
individual reservations and grants. The bill pro- 


vides that such individual grants or reservations | 


shall be in fee simple, without reversion to the 
United States. It will have the effect of giving 
the right of alienation to the grantees or reservees, 
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| only a reservation of occu 
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| 


with the approbation of the President. 1 


Mr. EVANS asked if this bill did not dispense 
with the approval of the President. 

Mr. WHITE said it did not; that it contained 
an express provision requiring his assent. 

Mr. SEVIER moved an amendment, the ne- 
cessity of which he explained. Its effects would 
be to confine the provisions of the bill to cases in 
Indiana and Illinois, (very limited in number,) 
where grants and reserves have been made to 
individual Indians by name. 

Mr. WHITE could notoppose the amendment, 
particularly as the number of cases calling for the 
law was confined to those States. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained the policy of 
the Government towards the Indians in relation 
to individual grants. Formerly, patents used to 
be issued for these grants; but about ten years 
ago it was discovered that there was no necessity 


| 


for the patents, the treaties themselves conveying || 


the lands with sufficient warranty of title. He 
hoped the Senator from Arkansas would modify 
his amendment, by including Michigan, where 
a few cases yet remained. 

Mr. SEVIER proposed a modification of his 
amendment to come tn at another place, exempt- 
ing cases arising under the treaty of Dancing 
Rabbit ercek. 

Mr. JARNAGIN was in favor of the bill, if 
amended as at first proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. SEVIER was satisfied to let his first 
amendment prevail, including merely the States 


|| of Indiana, Lilinois, and Michigan. 


Mr. HENDERSON suggested the propriety of 


|| adding a provision that it should not extend to 


The bill to repeal part of the act entitled ** An | 


act to annex a part of the State of New Jersey 
to the collecuon district of New York; to remove 
the office of collector of Niagara to Lewistown; 
to make Cape St. Vincent, in the district of Sack- 
et’s Harbor, a port of delivery; and, out of the 
districts of Miami and Mississippi, to make two 


| 
| 


cases of grants or reservations to tribes of Indians 
in their character of tribes. 
Mr. WHITE approved of the suggestion. 
Mr. SEVIER had no ébjection to it. He fur- 


| 





| 


ther explained the circumstances which had grown | 


up to require this legislation. 
Mr. PHELPS stated that there were two kinds 









aoe ay US, 
interest lying with the United e ey 
favor of the amendment. oa 

The amendment was adopted, confini 
operation of the bill to cases within the § 
Indiana, lllinois, and Michigan. 

_ Mr. WHITE moved to amend the bil! by add 
ing a proviso, that the bill shall not extend te 
grants or reserves to tribes, in their character of 

The amendment was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON 
ment was also adopted, designating 
a ae 

e bill,as amended, was reported ba 
Senate. . Ck to the 
The —— being on the engrossment, 

Mr. HAYWARD objected to the additiona| 

pioonege given by the bill to the President of the 

nited States—the last proviso of the first section 
being calculated to shut the doors of the courts of 
law against the Indian claimants in cases of trans. 
fer approved by the President. He protested 
against the cupidity of legislation in cases where 
Indian rights are concerned. He thought, with. 
out a material change, the bill ought not to pass 

Mr. MOREHEAD undesstecd the power of 
the President to confirm the alienation, a power 
granted for the protection of the Indians. The 
laws of the United States relating to Indian in- 
terests always make the President of the United 
States the arbiter between the Indians and the 
General Government, or its citizens. So far from 
shutting the doors of the courts, the bill throws 
an additional security round the interests of the 
Indians. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained that in all In- 
dian treaties the President of the United States is 
made the guardian of the Indians. The princi- 
ple of the proviso alluded to is, that the lodian 
shall not, heedlessly, and to his own injury, 
alienate his right without the approbation of his 
adopted guardian, the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. CHOATE made an inquiry not distinctly 
heard. 

Mr. WHITE replied, explaining the point in- 
quired about. All the bill proposed was to equal- 
ize cases of individual grants and individual res- 
ervations. He moved a slight amendment to the 
second section, by inserting the words has been, 
so as to read shall be or has been executed, so as to 
include cases already deeded. 

Mr. HAYWOOD thought the Senator from 
Kentucky mistook his ground of opposition. 
Either the United States have a reversionary in- 
terest in these reserves, or they have not. If they 
have not, the bill is unnecessary and worse than 
useless. If they have, the power to individuals 
is given of cheating the Indians; and if cheated, 
provided the approbation of the President can be 

rocured for the fraudulent alienation, the Indian 
is excluded from all redress by appeal to courts 
of justice. It will swarm the place with pur- 
chasers of Indian land titles, seeking the appro- 
bation of the President to their speculations. _ 

Mr. PHELPS was induced to think the precise 
nature of the bill was not yet fully understood. 
Where cases of grants to Indians occurred, there 
could be no necessity for the bill at all. Where 
the reserves are only those of occupancy, the bill 
would convert them into grants. by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas, the operation 
of the bill was confined to three States only—In- 
diana, Illinois, and Michigan. In fact, it put the 
few cases remaining in those States on the same 
footing on which Congress had already placed 4 
majority of such cases heretofore. This being the 
whole effect, he would give it his sanction. 

Mr. PORTER referred to the practice of the 
Government in relation to individual grants (0 
Indians. ; 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The vote on the motion was—yeas 11, nays 16. 

ne the Senate: refused to lay the bill on the 
table. ; 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved to amend the bill 
by including the Territory of Wisconsin, to come 
in after the word ‘* Michigan.”” 

Mr. PHELPS trusted the amendment would 
not prevail. Some Senators who supported the 
bill did so because the cases remaining in the three 
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go limited that it was not worth while to let them 





amendment was committed to the Committee of } 





and petitions in relation to the Military Academy 
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an 10; as follows: y , hays ea arc on er “> Committee of a wt accompanied by a bill to test 4 
Ys ail 2 e state of the nion. ne utility of the submarine telescope; i i 
nis teecenet aeeeant Begvy, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, _Mr. DANA submitted a report containing the || 'ead a first and second time, and pe wen. a ‘| 
od se, , Francis, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, || views of a minority of said j i tian || C i : ewe i 
Jounson, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Tallmadge, White, minority of said committee, in relation ommittee of the Whole House. Piet 
Woodridge, and Woodbury—19. , » || to the abolition of the franking privilege, and a On motion of Mr. BARRINGER, it was 5 
ly seed, penta Len, Benton, Clayton, Evans, reduction of the rates of postage; which was com- Ordered, That the Committee on Naval "Aft i gp 
Tappan—10. gton, Lewis, Pearce, Sturgeon, and ee vu, the Committee of the Whole on the state —— from the further consideration of the wonedienet : 
n- ; e Union. the House of the 29th of January last, in relation to - ¢" 
al- So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a On motion of Mr. KIRKPATRICK, it was sive pene ott gh serology Mississipp' and Ohio 8 | 
. third reading. Ordered = ’ rivers, and that it be referred to the Committee on Com- p 
. 5 wad ca ee Commnivice for the District of Colum. || M&Fee- 7 ‘ 
ne : . scharged from the conside 3 
y _-PRTER VON SCHMIDT. of the Corporation of Gontjaenn, tiran sgpropentionss || 2A: C: J. INGERSOLL, trom the Committee oi 
° Ne 140) era of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate bill Pre re celine ay Commarea” and that it be re- || 0" Foreign Affairs, made a report in relation to es 
No. granting $300 to P. . ce. certain reciprocity treati . . - | 
g g eter Von Schmidt for cIRK procity treaties, accompanied by the 4 
» his translation of the Russian hemp document, || ¢ Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the same commit- following resolution: P y ; 
. was taken up, considered, and ordered to be en- ee, reported a bill toestablish a uniform standard Resolved, That the President of the United States be re F 
. grossed for a third reading. * earn measures in the District of Co- extet ater aiceah it can be done amicably and without . 
: umbia; which was read a first and second time cause of complaint, to rescind the retiprocity treats i 
7 EXECUTIVE SESSION. and committed to the Committee of the Whole subsisting between the Hanse Towns, Denmark, and Swe- 
ls On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate on the state of the Union. Britain as will open the wt teeeaen oe oo 
d, cain executive session; and after some hours || 7 diet eee from the Committee onthe |) S10 te the Conmittes of th Pee 
nt therein udiciary, to which fi : . 
: pent therein, y>t ich was referred the bill from the Referred to the Co 
z The Senate adjourned. Senate, entitled «An act concerning the Supreme || state of the Voing mmittee of the Whole on the 
ourt i ; ” . 
is ae ie Taree States,’’ reported the same eee from the Committee on In- 
r ‘ . valid Pensions, made a e netiti 
, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ~ FRENCH, from the same committee, to of Hannah Dubois, enebtiieni tire Dill for 
t Wepnespar, May 15, 1844. = ae anninee repeat - Senate, en- _ relief; which was read a first and second shah, 
re .D or the relief of John Atchison,’”’ || 2nd committe , ? 
1. ings ti eietinn Mt diteeate Serene shee reported the same without amendment; which || House es aD ee Net, gt 
. a of Mobile, Alabama, || was committed to itte i 
, = or of - annexation of Texas to ‘the Union; House ARS SF tee ene and G ra hay gen © from the Cormmaitinn.an Bante 
were pass anals, to w : 
ll aid upon the table. On motion of Mr. KING, of Massachusett the Senate entitl ae: ee ee ee 
REP it was a entitled °* An act to apply certhin: al- 
> a ORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ee in sr sections of the public domain towards the 
n e ; rdere vat the Committee on Re ionary C completio : : . 
. a Pia oman announced the order of busi- || be discharged from the consideration ner pe the State of OMiekinn OF Repeenel SOEERTOSIOS 
2 pr e morning hour to be the call upon dry widows in the State of New Jersey, praying foracon- || reported th ichigan, and for other purposes,” 
ing committees for reports; and the follow- tinuance of their pensions for life ; and that it be referred || reported the same without amendment; which 
: ing wore rensatedl: to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. ae to the Committee of the Whole 
E eae NCE, from the Committee of Claims, Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, from the Commit- | "On waa Pee Cae 
titled oe referred the bill of the Senate, en- tee on Private Land Claims, to which was re- aoe OC St. Ow ae, Wee 
‘ aad hig n act for the relief of George Harrison || ferred the bill from the Senate, entitled * An act augennel ion tee Commies Sh Rants uns Saas 2s 
0 amend 8 sureties,’’ reported the same without || to repeal an act entitled ‘ An act directing the sur- | fora canal pe conmert the parigneien of Abe Siemans 
tee of the Whe hich was committed to a Commit- vey of the northern line of the reservation for the | Superior; for the completion of the Zanesville ae 
e e ie ole House. half breeds of the Sac and Fox tribes of Indians, | ville turnpike road; for the improvement of the North 
: also, from the same committee, made a by the treaty of August, 1824,’”’ approved March po for the improvement of certain western rivers; for 
: oma upon the case of Margaret Dougherty, 3, 1843, reported the same without amendment. || parbad ot Bite; fram a resstotion of the L-Aghia ries we 
C was ewe ty - ill Gone relief; which bill On motion of Mr. CROSS, it was igan, for the improvement of Grand when g-ysnsesn boge ol 
and seccand time, and commi is 2 : p | petitions for a ship canal around § 
to h ’ mitted Ordered, That the Committe Sere und Sault Ste. Marie; ard 
a Committee of the Whole House. me iiachamaed ida om ae on Private Land Claims || from the petitions of Edward C. Cooper and L. J. Scott; 
il Mr. M c deration of the report and || and that they lie u the tab , 
e om McCLELLAND, from the Committee on eee from the Secretary of the Treasury and Commis- | ree —. 
the teense made a report upon the memorial of || of ine nent TS has teks Sone Dept ton Stans ray degen A pe eenes ore hod wes wae 
j State of Mi ae of internal improvement of the || from the petition of Edward W. Duvall ; hiiees a ie |}... Ordered, That the Comattees 6a Rents ead Canals be 
Te ee ee ee ear v0) | Cocieraed ane neeneneeerocaeeanee eae 
; e bill for the j wy Fc . : | ang rom the report of the 8 rs 
and the C . relief of the ew Orleans Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Military || i relation to making the axth mile ae tee — 
; arrelton Railroad Company; which || Affi ri Mary || road; and that they be o Camberinns 
; airs,to whom were referred sundry resolutions || Claims. “ referred to the Committee of 
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Mr. FICKLIN, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which was referred the bill from 
the Senate entitled ** An act for the construction 


of the Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, || 


Indiana, and Iilinois,’’ reported the same without 
amendment. 
Mr. VANMETER, from the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill from 
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| ordered on the adoption of the resolution; and 


resulted—yeas 56, nays 122. 
So the resolution was not agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The following executive communications were 
read and referred: 
A report from the Secretary of War, in answer 


the Senate for the relief of William Henson, || to the resolution of the House of the 19th instant, 


reported the same without amendment; which 
was committed to a Committee of the Wholt 
House. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief 
of Georgetown College, in the District of Colum- 
bia; and a bill to incorporate the Washington 
Mutual Insurance Company; which were sev- 
erally read a firstand second time, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of William Beach; which was laid upon the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. HARPER, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Patents be discharged 


from the consideration of the case of Henry M. Shreve, 
and that it be referred to a select committee. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported a joint resolu- 
tion authorizing the transfer of certain clerks in 
the Treasury Department; which was read a first 
and second time. 

On motion of Mr. VANMETER, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of White- 
man, Parris, and Thomas, citizens of Indiana, in relation 
to Indian depredations, and that it do lie upon the table. 

Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on the Expenditures on the Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, made a report of the various 
expenditures by the Commissioner of the Public 
Buildings and Grounds during the past year; 
which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the State Department, made a report 
upon the expenditure of the contingent appropri- 
ations for the Department of State, from the 4th 
of March, 1841, to the Ist of December, 1843; 
which was laid upon the table. 


PREEMPTION GRANTS. 


The bill from the Senate, entitled ‘* An act for 
the relief of the citizens of towns upon the lands 
of the United States, undercertain circumstances,”’ 


was read a first and second time; when it was | 
ordered that the bill be read a third time to-day. | 


The bill was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


JOUN L. WIRT. 


. CAMPBEL dt ond tl 2s, || 
. Sones Nee Ea Ore, | rectness of these tables was disputed by Mr. 


| Duncan, and a conversation being continued be- 


for the purpese of going into Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. WELLER asked leave to offer a resolu- | 


tion by general consent; and it was read for in- 
formation, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay to John L. 
Wirt $150 for expenses incurred by him in consequence of 
his receiving a wound while attending to his duties in the 
Capito}. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he would withdraw his 
motion with pleasure to let in that resolution, and 
hoped it would be passed instanter. 

he resolution was unanimously agreed to. 


The question recurring on Mr. Campsexu’s | 
motion to suspend the rules, the question was | 


taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 69, nays 
112. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. HOLMES offered a resolution that, for 
the purpose of ventilating and purifying the 
House of Representatives, and laying down sum- 
mer matting, when this House adjourns on Thurs- 
day it adjourn to meet again on Monday next; 
and on that resolution he moved the previous 
question. 


The previous question was sustained, and the | 


main question was ordered to be put. 











| 


| 


| 


i} 








| 
\| 
| 
| 


as to whether the combustible agent used by Mr. 
Colt in his submarine explosions was a secret 
before he made the same known at the seat of 


| Government, &c.; which letter was referred to 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A letter from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting, in obedience to the act of the 2d July, 
1836, a report of all incidental expenses of the 


| Post Office Department for the year ending 30th 


June, 1843; which letter and report were referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures of the Post 
Office Department. 

Several bills from the Senate were read twice, 


| and appropriately referred. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION BILL. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of Mr. Duncan’s bill to amend an act entitled 
** An act relative to the election of President and 
Vice President of the United States, and to pro- 
vide that the election of electors shall be held on 
the same day throughout the United States; the 
pending question being upon an amendment of- 
fered by Mr. Eimer to exclude the operation of 
this act from the coming election. 

Mr. HAMLIN was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DUNCAN requested the gentleman from 
Maine to allow him three minutes of his time, in 
order that he might refer to some tables which he 
had exhibited when he addressed the House on 
this subject; which tables had been controverted 
4 the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. SterHens.] 

he tables related to the expenditure of Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration. 

Mr. HAMLIN acceded to the request. 

Mr. DUNCAN produced the tables referred to, 
showing the aggregate expenditure of Mr. Van 
Buren’s administration for four years to be about 
one hundred and ten million dollars, rejecting 
fractions; and not, as stated by the gentleman 
from Georgia, $140,000,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS inguired of the gentleman 
from Ohio from what authority he was reading. 

Mr. DUNCAN replied that the authority for 
this statement was derived from Ewing’s report— 
an authority which he believed would be good 
against Whigery. 

Mr. STEPHENS having obtained permission 
from the gentleman from Maine to occupy three 
minutes of his time, produced and read other 
tables, showing a large expenditure. The cor- 


tween these two gentlemen on the subject, 

Mr. HAMLIN interposed, and claimed the floor 
for the purpose of proceeding with his speech. It 
would be recollected by the House, that the debate 
which had occurred upon this question had par- 
taken very much of a political character; and, 
indeed, at the time when he was so fortunate as 


to secure the floor for himself, it was his intention | 


to mingle in the debate, in the character which it 
had taken. It was his design to have answered 
the gentleman from North Carolina, and to have 
given such views of the political condition of this 
country as suggested themselves to his mind. 
And, inasmuch as the gentleman has sought to 
give them an account of.the elevated character of 
his constituents, he had had the curiosity to ex- 


| amine into statistics relating to the gentleman’s 


constituency. The gentleman declared that he 
was speaking for Buncombe; and well he might 
speak to a constituency many of whom could 
neither read nor write. 

But,toreturn. He had changed his views with 


occasion. He now proposed to confine those few 
remarks exclusively to the question before the 
House—to the bill and its merits, 
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| . 
| regard to the remarks he should make on this | 


The bill was 


Mr. HENLEY moved to lay the resolution on |, designed to prevent—and he believed if it received 
the table; which was negatived, the vote (taken | the favorable action of the Legislature it would 


by tellers, Messrs. Ermer, and Kennepy of | 


Maryland,) being—ayes 65, noes 73. 


| prevent—frauds which had heretofore been per- 
t | petrated upon the elections. ) 
The yeas and nays were then called for and || tions to bring against any political parties. He | 


He had no accusa- 





aay 16, 
© make, 
his would 
n Perpetrated 
8 possible, the 


had no criminations or recriminations ¢ 
He had simply to say that he believed t 
prevent the frauds which had bee 
and would preserve, as far as wa 
great and fundamental principles of the eles 
franchise in their purity. If there was niviediae 
which addressed itself with greater force tee 
another to American statesmen, it was the na. 
ciple involved in thisquestion. If they could. by 
any legislative action, preserve and protect ‘te 
rights of electors, it was their duty to take su h 
action. ‘The question then arose, could the 
adopt a measure regulating the time for holdiny 
elections? Had they the constitutional right? 
By reference to the fourth clause of the first . 
tion of the second article of the Constitution rs 
would be found that the States had given to Con. 
gress the clear and undoubted right to determine 
the time when the elections shall be held. ’ 
Mr. H. read the clause, as follows: 


“The Congress may determine the time of choosing the 
electors and the day on which they shall give their yotps. 
which day shall be the same throughout the United States.» 


Mr. H. said there were a variety of causes and 
circumstances that might induce a State to be jp 
favor of holding the presidential election at the 
same time as the State elections; and other periods 
might be selected by other States for good and 
sufficient reasons; but, by the law now in exist. 
ence, all the States were compelled to hold their 
elections for electors of President and Vice Presi. 
dent within a period of thirty days from the first 
Monday of December. Now, by changing the pe- 
riod of the elections for President, it would not 
affect the State elections. We do not ask then 
to alter the manner and place of holding their elec. 
tions, but only to fix on a particular day. An- 
other objection had been offered: that it would 
compel, in certain cases, two electians, masmuch 
as some of the States elected their presidential 
electors and State officers on the same day. Hay- 
ing taken some pains to inform himself on this 
matter, he ascertained that there were only two 
States in which two elections were in one day. 
He was opposed to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, [Mr. Exmer,] because it 
was unnecessary—the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections being sufficient, without the 
aid of any additional regulation. ‘The Constitu- 
tion gave Congress the power to prescribe the day 
of holding the presidential election, and gave no 
other power on that subject. Congress could fix 
on the time, but could not fix on the place and 
manner. It had been suggested that the passage 
of this act would require a convention of the Le- 
gislatures of several of the States to carry it into 
effect. This he did not believe would be the case; 
but, even if it were so, he would vote as readily for 
the bill as now. 

Mr. CULLOM moved the previous question; 
but withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. ELMER, who offered the following amend- 
ment: 

That the time of choosing the electors of President and 
Vice President of the United States in each State in any 
year in which such election shall be held pursuant to the 
act to which this is an amendment, after the year 1844, shall 


be the Tuesday next after the first Monday of November 
in the said year. 


Mr. WELLER called for tellers on seconding 
the demand for the previous question; and Messrs. 
Hovston and Exmer were appointed; and they 
reported—62 in the affirmative, and 47 in the neg- 
ative; no quorum voting. . 

Mr. KENN EDY, of Maryland, said he per- 
ceived that every day, at two o’clock, the House 
was without a quorum. He therefore moved that 
the House do now adjourn, [[t was now two 
o’clock.} 

The motion was negatived. 


| 
The tellers again took the vote on seconding 
the demand for the previous question; and they 
reported—68 in the affirmative, and 31 in the neg- 
ative. Still no quorum. 
Mr. WELLER moved a call of the House; 
which was agreed to. 
| The Clerk called the roll, and one hundred and 
| fifty members answered to their names. 

The absentees were then called, and one hun- 

dred and sixty-six were found to be present. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved that 
all further proceedings under the call be dispensed 


with. 


st. 
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The motion was rejected; and the doors were 
—— of the gentlemen still absent were 
ied; and, for some, excuses were received, on 
.» ground of sickness, &c., others were not ex- 
od, the explanations given not being deemed 
giisiactory. Some gentlemen’sabsence was unac- 


od for. 
cant peentecst were again called, and one hun- 
jged and sixty-nine were reported to be present. 
vr. POTTER, of Ohio, moved that the Ser- 
apt-at-Arms be dispatched to bring in the ab- 
got members. 

The motion was agreed to. 

\r. VINTON remarking that this process | 
gould necessarily occupy two or three hours, 
goved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COBB moved that those members who | 
wre in the gallery be permitted to enter. 

The motion was objected to, and ruled by the 
Saker to be out of order. 

“Mr. A. H. READ moved that all further pro- 
wedings in the call be dispensed with; which was | 





rected. | 
"Mr. ADAMS rose and inquired whether it | 
gould be in order to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms | 
» bring in the members who were waiting out- 
aie the doors. 

The SPEAKER remarked that that had already 
len done. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms returned, having in his 
usiody several members. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested that the House pro- 
ved in reference to those members who had been 
yought in, without waiting for the others to be 
brought in. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he understood that 
these gentlemen had been waiting outside the door | 
fradmission, and he moved that they be dis- 
darged, or, if it would operate as a discharge, 
would move that all further proceedings be | 
suspended. 

Mr. TUCKER inquired whether those gentle- 
nen who had been Ronen in by the Sergeant- 
s-Arms would be entitled to vote on this ques- | 
tion. 

Itwas the opinion of the Chair that they could 
not be excluded from voting. 

Adivision was called for. 

Mr. WELLER asked for tellers; which was 
not seconded. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House adjourn; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. ELMER moved that all further proceed- 
ings in the call be suspended. 

Mr.BARNARD demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
uken, resulted—yeas 122, nays 49. 

Sothe House resolved to dispense with all fur- 
ther proceedings in the call. 

Mr. SCHENCK raised the question of order 
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tlemen who had been in custody of the Sergeant- | 





ing motions were withdrawn, and the question 


|| Stone, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Tavlor, Thomas$on, 





at-Arms could vote on it. 
Some conversation on a point of order ensued; 
pending which 


} 


} 
| 
} 
: | 
Mr. HARDIN moved that the House adjourn. || 
And, the yeas and nays having been ordered, ] 
the question was taken, and decided in the nega- || 
tive—yeas 84, nays 90. 
After a few words of conversation, the pend- | 


recurred on seconding the demand for the previous 
question on the election bill. 

Tellers were called for; and Messrs. McCrer- 
| NAND and GrinNELL were appointed; and they 
| reported ninety-two in the affirmative, which 
was deemed sufficient, and the negative was not 
taken, ; 

‘The main question was also ordered to be now 
put; and the question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Eimer. 

Mr. ELMER called for the yeas and nays, ob- 
| serving that the difference was this: the bill, as it | 
now stood, would apply to the next succeeding | 





election; whereas the amendment would exclude 
its operation at the next, but make it applicable 
| to all subsebuent elections. 

The yeas and nays were denied; but tellers were | 
| nal and Messrs. Grinnei and C, Jonnson | 
were appointed; and they reported—ayes 66, noes 
| 86. 

| So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading; and it was read the third time accord- 
ingly. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the ques- 
tion of its passage; and resulted—yeas 141, nays 








| 





|| 34; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, 
Burke, Caldwell, Jeremiah E. Cary, Sheperd Cary, Carroll, 
Catlin, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, 
| Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Dan- 
iel, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dick- 
inson, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Elmer, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foster, French, Goggin, 

Byram Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, 
| Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
| Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingerso!!, Andrew Johnson, Cave Johnson, Per- 
| ley B. Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kirkpat- 
| rick, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Maclay, | 
| Mathews, McCauslen, McClernand, McConnell, McDow- | 
| ell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Par- 

menter, Patterson, Payne, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Emery 
D. Potter, Pratt, Rathbun, Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson 
Rogers, Ryssell, St. John, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 
erance, David L. Seymour, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, 
Slidell, John 'T. Smith, Robert Sinith, Thomas Smith, 
| Steenrod, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Jolin stewart, Stiles, 





Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tucker, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Wil- 
liams, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—~14l. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Barnard, James A. Black, Bren- 
le, Buffington, Burt, Clinch, Clingman, Darragh, Richard 
). Davis, Foot, Holmes, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 


| J. Morris, Moseley, Newton, Elisha R. Potter, Ramsey, 
Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Rockwell, Sample, Simp- 


Irvin, John | 
| P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Marsh, McCiclland, Edward | 








son, Stephens, Tyler, Vinton, Winthrop, Woodward, and 





vhether the gentlemen who were taken into cus- 
dy by the Sergeant-at-Arms had a right to 
vote, 


TheSPEAKER said that they had the right to 
role, 

Mr. SCHENCK asked if the question of or- 
derwasdebatable. If so, he should show clearly 
that they were not entitled to vote. The ques- 
ton was to suspend all further proceedings under 
the call, which was, in effect, to discharge these 
gentlemen; and they were, therefore, interested, 
tnd would be voting in their own cases. 

The SPEAKER said that there could be no 
point of order entertained at this stage of the pro- 
ceedings, 

Mr. WELLER asked if the gentleman had a 
night to debate this question? 

The SPEAKER said that there was no point of 
order entertained to debate. 

Mr. WELLER said, if it was debatable, he 
could show, from the Journal, that some of the 
gentlemen who so earnestly opposed suspending 
Proceedings under the call, had been absent from 
the House, on an average, three days in the week, 
during the session. He had one gentleman par- 
‘a in his eye. 
_ Mr. SCHENCK, who voted with the major- 
"y,moved a reconsideration of the vote just taken, 
tnd raised the question of order whether the gen- 


William Wright—s4. 
So the bill was passed, as follows: 


A bill toamend an act entitled ** An act relative to the elec- 
tion of a President and Vice President of the United 
States, and declaring the officer who shall act as Presi- 
dent in case of vacancies in the offices both of President 
and Vice President,”’ approved March 1, 1792. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
| the time of choosing the electors of President and Vice 
President of the United States, in each State, shall be the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday of November next; 
and afterwards, except when a special election shall be 
held in pursuance of the tenth section of the act to which 
i this is an amendment, the time of choosing said electors 
shall be the Tuesday next after the first Monday of No- 
vember in every fourth year succeeding the last election of 
said electors; and when such special election shall be 
held, the time therefor shall be the Tuesday next after the 
first Monday of November in the year when the same shall 
be held pursuant to the section aforesaid. 


Mr. DUNCAN rose, and said that bills some- 
times passed that House and did not stay passed. 
‘He moved, therefore, to reconsider the vote just 
taken, and ca'led for the previous question. 

Mr. SCHENCK said he wished to inquire 
whether it would be in order for any member 
from Ohio, the previous question being with- 
drawn for that purpose, to say something in re- 
ply to what had been said in reference to the Ohio 
election. 
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Mr. DUNCAN refused to withdraw his de- 





mand for the previous question. 


The demand was seconded, and the main ques- 


| tion was ordered to be now put; the main ques- 


tion being, Shall the vote be reconsidered ? 


The question was put, and decided in the nega- 


tive. 





‘The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 


; to the reporters by the members presenting them: 


By the SPEAKER: A remonstrance of the citizens of 
the city of Richmond, State of Virginia, against any change 
in the existing tariff law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN, of Virginia: The petition of Wil- 
liam Smith, of the county of Mercer, Virginia, praying for 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Stephen Cook and one 
hundred others, mbhabitants of the county of Chautauque, 
New York, praying for a reduction of the rates of postage, 
and the abolition of the franking privilege; also, for the 
reduction of the pay of members of Congress, aud the pay 
of public officers generally, so that offices will not be sought 
on account of the pay. 

By Mr. THOMASSON: The petition of Elizabeth Tay- 
lar, widow of Major William Taylor, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of W. B. Bullock and oth- 
ers, attorneys of the circuit court of the United States, for 
the district of Georgia, asking Congress to increase the 
compensation for the marshal for the district; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CULLOM: The petition of Lucy Hardcastle, 
praying Congress to pass a law allowing her a pension 
for services performed by her husband inthe revolutionary 
war. 

By Mr. St. JOHN: The memorial of Joseph Chaffee and 
others, asking an appropriation to pay the balance of claims 
due the petitioners trom the Wyandot Indians, as guaran- 
tied by the treaty with said tribe of Indians; which was 

referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petitions of numerous citizens 
of the parishes of Avoyelles, Point Coupee, Concordia, 
Catahoula, Madison, Carroll, Tensas, Natchitoches, Caddo 
St. Mary, Iberville, East and West Baton Rouge, East and 
West Feliciana, et al.; also, the parishes composing the 
eighth judicial district; all of the State of Louisiana, re- 
monstrating against the removal of the office of the surveyor 
general from Baton Rouge, and urging its permanent loca- 
tion and establishment at that place; which were referred 
to the Comunittee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, May 16, 1844. 


Mr. EVANS presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of Monongalia county, Virginia, remonstrat- 
ing against any change of the tariff at the present 
session of Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Also, a remonstrance, numerously signed by 
citizens of Bangor, Maine, without distinction of 
varty, against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Washington county, Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against the annexation of Texas to the United 
States. 

Mr. BATES presented a similar memorial from 
citizens of New Bedford, Massachusetts, signed 
by an equal number of all parties; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memorial from 
Daniel Nason, jr., and sixty-four others, of Ken- 
nebunk, Maine, in favor of the annexation of 
Texas to the United States; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of citizens of the county of Albemarle, Vir- 
ginia, and the proceedings of a large meeting held 
in Petersburg, Virginia, in favor of the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the United States; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from a 
great number of the inhabitants of the town of 
Commerce, Mississippi, praying that an appro- 
propriation may be made for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Mississippi; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented the proceedings 
of a meeting held in Worcester, Massachusetts, 
praying for the ratification of the treaty for the 
annexation of Texas to the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill for 
the relief of William Elliott, jr., of Fulton county, 
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State of Lllinois; which was read twice, and | A bill for the relief of Joseph Byram, Harrison 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the company 


pay-roll of the first infantry and the regiment of || 
dragoons, which were before the committee who | 


reported against the Army retrenchment bill. 


HON. JOHN M. NILES. 

Mr. JARNAGIN, from the select committee, 
to which was referred the credentials of Hon. 
Joun M. Nires to be a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Connecticut, with instruc- 


tions to inquire into the election, return, and quali- || 


fications of the said Joun M. Nixes,and into his 
capacity, at this time, to take the oath prescribed 
by the Constitution, performed the,duty assigned 
them; and reported that they were satisfied his 
election, return, and qualification were legal and 
sufficient. As to his capacity at this time to take 
the oath prescribed by the Constitution, they say 
that, after full, free, and frank conversations, Mr. 
Nixes gave so satisfactory an account of his af- 
flictions and present condition as to render a re- 
sort to other evidence unnecessary. ‘The commit- 


tee, after going into a detail of the nature of the | 


affliction, conclude as follows: 


‘“The committee are satisfied that Mr. Nites is at this 
time Jaboring under mental and physical debility,’? but is 
not of “unsound mind’ in the technical sense of that 
phrase; that the faculties of bis mind are subject to the 
control of bis wili; and there is no sufficient reason why 
he be not qualified and permitted to take his seat as amem- 
ber of the Senate; and they most cordially unite with Dr. 


Brigham [whose letter constitutes a part of the report of 


the committec]) in the hope thatsuch a course (that is, tak- 


ing his seat in the Senate, and participating at least two | 
hours a day actively in its business,) will be the means of 


usefulness and a resource against disease; Therefore, 

Resolwed, That Hon. Joun M. Nixes be permitted totake 
the oath of a Senator in the Congress of the United States, 
and to take his seat as a member of the Senate. 


The question was taken upon the resolution, 
and it was adopted; and Hon. Mr. Nixes came 
forward, qualified, and took his seat. 

On motion of Mr. WOODBRIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was discharged from the 
further consideration of certain memorials on the 


subject of appropriating lands for the improve- || 
mentof the Wabash and Erie canal—the com- || 


mittee having reported upon the subject. 
PRINTING OF JOURNALS, ETC. 


Mr. TAPPAN remarked, that some time since 
the Senate passed a joint resolution from the 
House authorizing the printing of an additional 
number of copies of the Journals and public doc- 
uments. On an examination of the matter, he 
was sure that if the resolution should take effect 
from and after its passage, a great and unneces- 
sary expense would be incurred. He therefore 
gave notice that he would, on to-morrow, ask 
leave to introduce a joint resolution providing that 
that resolution shall not take effect until the com- 
mencement of the next session of Congress. 


RESURVEY IN LOUISIANA, 
Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on 


Public Lands, to whom was referred an act sup- |} 
ens to the act entitled **An actin relation to | 
andssold in the Greensburg (late St. Helena) land | 


district, in the State of Louisiana, and authoriz- 
ing the resurvey of certain lands in the said dis- 
trict,’ approved August 29, 1842, reported an 
entire saketitts for the bill; which was ordered 


|| Young, and Benjamin Young; 
|| A bill to authorize the payment of equitable 


|} commissions to the agents or attorneys of per- 


sons in whose favor awards have been made under | 


| three several treaties between the United States 


und presentation of books to the minister of justice 
ot France, in exchange for books received from 
him; 

| A joint resolution authorizing an allowance to 
| purser D. M. F. Thornton, in the settlement of 
bis accounts; 

| <A bill for the relief of Rgynall Coates, Walter 

R. Johnson, and William B. McMurtrie; 

(‘This bill indemnifies these individuals for losses 
sustained in consequence of the revocation of their 
appointments as members of the scientific corps of 
the South sea exploring expedition, after they 

| had made every preparation, by the purchase of 
|| clothing and scientific instruments for the expe- 
|| dition.] 

| . bill granting a pension to George Whitten; 
anc 


| Abillauthorizing persons towhom reservations | 


5 


| 
| of land have been or shall be made, under Indian 
| 


| treaties, to alienate the same in fee. 
HENRY GARDNER AND OTHERS. 


|| The bill for the relief of Henry Gardner and 
|| others, directors of an association called the New 


|| England Mississippi Land Company, was then 


|| read the third time; and the question being, Shall 
| the bill pass? 

|| Mr. WALKER said he had strong impressions 
_ against the bill, but would not detain the Senate 
|| by making any remarks against it, but merely 
| call for the yeas and nays. 

| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| The question was then put; and the bili was 
|| passed—yeas 18, nays 11; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Buch- 
|| anan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Franeis, Hunt- 
| ington, Jarnagin, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Rives, White, and 
| Woodbridge—18&. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Benton, Colquitt, Hay- 


| wood, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright 
—ll. 


j 


| TREASURY RECEIPTS. 


| Mr. WOODBRIDGE said there was a joint 

_ resolution on the Calendar, providing for the re- 
|| ceivability of receipts issued by the Treasurer of 
|| the United States for money paid into the Treas- 
|| ury—that is, so providing that those receipts may 
| be received at the land offices in payment for 
| lands. He moved that the previous orders of the 
|| day be postponed, and that the bill be taken up 
|| for consideration. 
|| ‘The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
} lution respecting the receipts issued by the Treas- 
|| urer of the United States in payment of the pub- 
] lic lands, was taken up, considered as in Com- 
|| mittee of the Whole, reported to the Senate, and 
|| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


TEXAS BOUNDARY. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed, and the bill for 
the relief of (that is, by allowing them to remove 
| certain negroes into the United States from Texas) 

re aes residing within the reputed limits 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuurspay, May 16, 1844. 
The Journal having been read, se 


: Veral ox 
men addressed the Chair. Bentl 


The SPEAKER assigned the floor to the ge 
; ; ll tle Sad i gen 
and certain foreign Powers, which awards have | tleman from Louisiana, (Mr. Dawson. ] 
been returned in the Treasury in payment of 
debts due the United States; 


{| 

| A joint resolution authorizing the transmission 
| 

| 

| 


THE RENCOUNTER IN THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ELMER rose to a privileged question 
The report of the select committee in the case 
the rencounter which took place between Megs 7 
Warre and Ratrusen, on which there Was a . 
tion to recommit pending, had been postponed « 
and made the special order of the day; and h 

° ° ’ a 
therefore moved that it be now taken up, 

Mr. ADAMS asked the gentleman from Ne 
Jersey to yield him the floor, to enable him 4 
present a memorial from a statistical societ 
plaining of some errors in the census. 

Mr. DEAN claimed the floor to moy 
into the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER said he had assigned the floor 
to the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Dawsoy. 
but the gentleman from New Jersey rising to 4 
privileged question, he was entitled to the floor 

Mr. BAWSON remarked that it was with dif. 
dence he was about to ask, if not a favor, at least 
an indulgence of the House. The members 
would bear him out in the fact, that he was not 
in the habit of importuning the House on trivial 
occasions, and he was resolved never to trifle with 
the public time by captious or unimportant de. 
mands. He had aresolution to submit, which he 
was unwilling to hazard, without, in somedegree, 
preparing members for a correct decision on its 
merits. He was not disposed to tax the House 
with a speech, or even a tedious explanation of 
its merits. They were few, and could be com. 
pressed into a nut-shell. He was prepared to 
call up the Senate bill (No. 20) regulating land 
claims in Louisiana, and other States, and to move 
that the same be taken from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and, in the 
House, be made the order of the day at some 
future ime. He was not willing to take members 
by surprise, but simply to place this bill in a po- 
sition not to be overlooked, as had been its fate 
for the last three sessions of Congress. It had 
its origin in the Senate, and he was confident that 
it was lost here simply in consequence of other 
business being thus allowed a preference and pre- 
cedence over it. A majority have always been 
in favor of it, and, he entertained no doubt, are 
so at this moment. His only apprehension was 
that two thirds might not consent to take up the 
| bill. 

Mr. D. contended that there was no bill that 
could be selected of more importance than the 
Senate bill No. 20. Upon its passage greatly de- 
| pended the untrammeled prosperity and advance- 
| ment of several States. He would confine hin- 
| self to his own State. The large land claims that 
have, for more than thirty years, hung over his 
beloved State like a hideous excrescence, weigh- 
ing down her energies like a mill-stone, and im- 
| peding the rapid settlement of her fertile lands, 

will at once lose all their terror upon the passege 
| of this bill. Louisiana might then be one 
_ to a boat that had been*sunk, which, after being 
| bailed out and thoroughly repaired, was wont to 
/move onward, in the gales of agricultural and 
_ commercial prosperity, ‘* like a thing of life. 
A rumor, he had been informed, had spread 
_among some of the members, that this bill was 
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to lie on the table, and be printed. | designed for the benefit of the large claimants and 


| the rich speculators; that it was the rich man’s, 
ic of Texas, as estab- || and not the poor man’s bill. Now, he challenged 
lished by the commissioners appointed to ascer- || the strictest scrutiny into his past life, and proudly 

tain the same, was taken up, as in Committee of l asked when it was and where it was he was ever 


| of the United States, of Arkansas and Louisiana, 
ea and beyond the boundary line between the Uni- 
BILLS PASSED. |, ted States and the Republ 

The following engrossed bills and resolutions | 
were then read the third time, and passed: 


A bill so to amend the act reorganizing the | 
General Land Office as to abolish the office of the | 
Solicitor of the General Land Office; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Von Schmidt; 

A bill relating to the bonds to be given by cus- 
tom-house officers; 

(This bill requires that these officers shall give | 
bond immediately on entering on the duties of || 
the office. The present law permits them to be | 
in office three months before bond is required of 
them. 


A bill for the relief of Gideon Bacheldor and 
others; 


the Whole; but, without being considered, was 


/ again laid on the table, on the motion of Mr. 





| found on the side of the rich against the poor, the 
| strong against the weak, or the oppressor agaist 


WALKER, who said the hour had arrived for || the oppressed. No; he was not personally ac- 
proceeding to the consideration of executive busi- || quainted with anv large land claimants, and he 


ness. 


| had never exchanced words with any one of them 


Mr. SEVIER gave notice that he would ask | in his life. He was the friend of thousands, who 


_ for the consideration of the bill to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate then, according to order, at one 


o'clock, proceeded to the consideration of execu- |, 


tive business; and after some hours spent therein, 


|| adjourned. 


| 


; 
ti 
i} 
! 


were cultivating, in good faith, and, as he be- 
lieved, with good, valid, and legal titles, the val- 
uable and productive lands covered by those large 
claims. 

This, he contended, was a great drawback on oo 
wealth and prosperity of Louisiana. The tim 
were afraid to lay out large sums in embellishing 
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adering comfortable their homes; and others 





re 








jeterred from settling the richest lands on the 
“ the earth. ‘Those large claims have been 
ee 4 by Congress for the last | ears, at 
‘ amense annual expense, and still they live; 
=f the claimants are now as sanguine of success 
Few were thirty years ago. They seem to him 
# ossessed of the ‘* never ending, never dying”’ 
ciple; and if we are to draw conclusions of the 
Cot by the lessons of the past, those claims 


u % 


dose claims with the Federal courts within the 

papective States. Thus each citizen can employ 

unsel at home, selecting his favorite lawyer. 
flecan hear the testimony, argument, and decree, 
ge or against him. Should he be dissatisfied 
git the judgment of the court below, he can fol- 
yy his ease to the Supreme Court of the United 
gates with a positive certainty as to time and 
expense to be incurred. As it now stands, he is 
gierly dependent upon this House, where he can 
prerexpect to be seen or heard. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order to 
irate the subject before it was taken up by the 
use - ; 

Me ELMER insisted on his right to the floor. 
Mr. WHITE observed that he wished the re- 
tof the select committee to be taken up; but 
would observe to the House that the bill re- 

ined to by the gentleman from Louisiana would 

wt take five minutes, and he would suggest the 
wopriety of taking it up, and disposing of it at 


nce. 

“Mr HAMMETT asked the gentleman from 
New Jersey to yield the floor, forthe purpose of 
aking up that bill. 

Mr. ELMER said he would do so with pleas- 
we, provided he did not lose his right to the 





floor. 

Mr. DEAN moved that the further considera- 
tion of the report of the select committee be post- 
poned till to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in 
oder, as the gentleman from New Jersey had the 
floor. 

Mr. ELMER said he had risen, and insisted 
om his right to the floor, because he had been 
placed in a wrong position before the public, and | 


constituents, and to the country, to call for some 
action of the House in relation thereto. It was 
well known that, in the transaction of the busi- 
ness of this House, there were great irregularities 
and violations of order of daily occurrence, on the 
part of gentlemen of all parties, and from all sec- 
tions of the country; and, to apply a corrective, 


| a beginning must be made; he did not wish to 


| begin harshly, and therefore he would begin with 


Se 





we wished to have an opportunity of placing him- | 


wifina correct position before the House and 
thecountry. 

Mr. HARDIN rose to a question of order, and 
submitted whether it was in order to debate the 
vibject-matter of the report of the select commit- 


lee, 

The SPEAKER said that the report of the 
committee was before the House, on a motion of 
recommittal, and it was therefore in order to 
debate it. 

Mr. ELMER continued. When the subject 
vas up last, he made some observations which 
were not reported ; but the next day there appeared 
one of the morning papers a report of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Dickiwson,,) in which there wasa reply to remarks 
purporting to come from him, which he did not 
make. He was replied to as if he had approved 
ofand supported the resolutions of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hate,} when 
= he stated expressly he did not approve of 
em. 

Some conversation took place between Messrs. 
DICKINSON and ELMER. 

Mr. ELMER said that he did not approve 
of the resolutions of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, though he did approve of the first 
one. He was opposed to the recommitment of 
(te report, and was for the House acting on the 
subject atonce. Ata proper time, he would sub- 
mit resoiution, which would prescribe what, in 
'Sopinion, would be the most appropriate course 
for the House to take on the subject. 

The Clerk, at Mr. E.’s request, read the reso- 
lution which he had prepared, for the information 
of the House. 

Mr. ELMER continued. He had read the re- 
Port of the select committee, and he believed it 
ully sustained and embodied all the facts of the 
‘ase as they oceurred before the House; and he 
deemed ita duty which he owed to himself, to his 


1s || a resolution of censure. youl 
‘be suspended over their heads when this || resolution made no discrimination between the 


| amount? 
Kentucky—according to his own admission— | 
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| fore them as an excuse! 


It would be seen that his 


s . : 
sroud Capitol shall have sunk on a level with the | geptemen from Kentucky and the gentleman from 
r 


ew York; but if there were different degrees of 


rThe pill proposes to vest the adjudication of || guilt, the members of the House could judge of the 
i || difference for themselves. 


It was reported to the 
House that the gentleman from Kentucky had used 


| opprobrious language to the gentleman from New 


ork, and that gentleman stated that the report 
did him injustice in one or two particulars, and 
one or two only, if he recollected correctly. The 
gentleman from Kentucky complained that the 
tone in which he made the remark to the gentle- 
man from New York was not correctly repre- 
sented. He said he spoke in a low tone of voice; 
and he further said that he made the remark coolly, 
and that it was designed forthe ear of the gentle- 
man from New York alone. Well, let it be so 


taken; and did it in the slightest manner alter the | 


nature of the case? And to what, then, did it 


Why, to this: thatthe gentleman from 


meant to insult the gentleman from New York 
on this floor, no matter whether publicly or pri- 
vately. 


Mr. CAUSIN interposed, and inquired if the | 


resolution of the gentleman from New Jersey was 
before the House. 


‘The SPEAKER replied that it was not now | 
before the House; and the Chair understocd that | 


the gentleman from New Jersey was addressing 

the House on the instructions offered by the gen- 

tleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hate.] 
Mr. WHITE hoped the gentleman from New 


| Jersey would be allowed to proceed. 


Mr. ELMER said he was simply remarking 


e . . ° a ° } 
that, in the view of the case in which it was pre- 


sented, it amounted to an intentional insult, the 


| result of which was intended to be, if not a per- 


sonal conflict on this floor, a conflict somewhere 
else. They could not shut their eyes to the in- 
tention, for it was plain and manifest; and yet 
such was the aspect in which it was brought be- 
It was sufficient for the 
House that one of its members insulted another, 
and that they had both been guilty of a violation 
of order, and of the rules of the House; and for 
such conduct they deserved the censure of the 
House. The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Dickinson,] ona former day, asked him, as some 
sort of a set-off, whether he “ hung his head with 
shame”’ at the circumstance which occurred be- 
tween the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Wetter} 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. 
Srewart;} and he had then no opportunity to 
reply, and should therefore make his reply now. 
He would now inform the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that he deplored the circumstance alluded 
to; and, if they had been brought before the 
House at that time, he should have voted with 
all hi8 heart to censure those gentlemen. Being, 
however, at the time of those occurrences,a young 
member on this floor, he took no part in those 
discussions, nor would he now go into any dis- 
cussion of that matter. But here wasa personal 
conflict; and should it be overlooked? He saw 
no necessity to recommit the report which had 
been made; there was no necessity forit. It was 
said that there were some errors in that report; 
but he did not understand that there were any 
material errors. Why, then, should they waste 
further time by a recommitment? 

Mr. WHITE said he had hoped most sincerely 
that no necessity would have required him to rise 
here during the progress of the investigation into 
this case until it came to a final determination, 
when he should be allowed to make his defense; 
but the remarks of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, reflecting upon him personally, called upon 
him in a temperate manner to set that gentleman 
right in relation to the facts. The gentleman from 


New Jersey had said that he had complained of 
no part of the report of the select committee, | 
except in an isolated point; but when the gentle- | 
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man from New Jersey said that, he said what the 


record of what he (Mr. W.) did say would not 
sustain him in at all. 

Mr. ELMER called upon the gentleman from 
Kentucky to explain. 

Mr. WHITE said he would explain; the gen- 
tleman might keep his seat. It would be recol- 
ected that, when the report was made by the 
select committee, he had never seen it; and the 
first indication he had of it was when it was pre- 
sented to this House, and read from the Clerk’s 
table. He could not, at that time, follow it con- 


| secutively through all its allegations; but he dis- 
; covered one error, and he insisted on its recom- 
| mitment, that that error might be corrected. 


He 
repeated that he had not previously read the re- 
port; indeed, he had been informed by a member 
of the committee that it was not intended to make 
any report, but simply to report the facts: and he 
declared before God that he had no evidence that 
the committee had changed their determination 
until the report was made. Under these cireum- 
stances, how could he have taken up the report 
and discovered itserrors? Such as he discovered 
he had exposed, and he asked that they might be 
He 
now asked the attention of the gentleman from 
New Jersey to a fact which had escaped his at- 
tention. Yesterday, the chairman of the select 
committee came into the House when select com- 
mittees were called, and said that several gentle- 
men had stated that there were several errors of 


| a material nature in the printed copy of testimony 


taken in the ease. He [Mr. Saunpers] moved, 


| therefore, to print two thousand extra copies of 
|| the report and testimony, with a view of enabling 


gentlemen to furnish such corrections of their 


| testimony as they thought material; and on this 
| motion he moved the previous question. 

| was the statement, yesderday, of 

| from North Carolina, [Mr. Saunpers;] and the 


Such 
the gentleman 


newspaper reports of which, he had said, would 
show that he had not only complained of an iso- 
lated error, but that he had denounced the report 
as wrong from beginning to end. He said this 


| in an audible voice yesterday, but it had escaped 


the attention of the gentleman from New Jersey. 


| Hie proceeded to make other remarks of a like 
| character. 


Mr. SAUNDERS made some explanation 
which was inaudible in consequence of a hum of 
voices behind the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. WHITE said, of the thirty-four witnesses 


| who had been examined, not one had complained 


that the testimony he gave had been: incorrectly 
reported. Nor did he intend to impeach the ac- 
curacy of that testimony, however much injustice 
itmight do him. He was willing that the testi- 
mony should be printed, but he saw no occasion 
forreprinting the report. However injurious the 
testimony might be to himself, he repeated, he 
acquitted gentlemen who had given testimony of 
all intention to misrepresent. It was scarcely to 
be expected that the most honest testimony, espe- 
cially in a case like this, should agree in all par- 
ticulars. As he had said from the beginning, he 
was not disposed to throw any obstacles in the 
way of a full and fair investigation; nor did he 
intend to throw any obstacles in the way of the 
gentleman from New Jersey. He would there- 
fore withdraw the motion which he had made. 
Mr. ELMER offered a resolution of censure 
upon Messrs. Waite and Rarnsun. He would 
not coeupy the time of the House with any re- 





marks. In moving this resolution, he had sim- 
ply discharged what he considered to be his 
duty. 

Mr. WELLER said he thought it was time 
that an effort was made to bring the discussion 
upon this unfortunate subject to a close. Even 
the gentleman from Kentucky would have no 
reason to complain. 

Mr. GRIDER interposed, and requested the 
gentleman from Ohio to allow him afew moments, 
that he might make a few remarks upon this 
subject. 

Mr. WELLER said certainly, if it was a mct- 
ter personal to the gentleman, about which he 
desired to make an explanation. 

Mr. GRIDER said it was upon the general 


|| proposition that he desired to speak. 
| Mr. WINTHROP rose to a question of order. 
| He desired to know what connection there was 
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between this resolution and the report. The res- 
olution seemed to be altogether independent of || 
the report, which would still be before the House. 
The SPEAKER remarked that the committee || 
had been required to inquire into and report to |) 
the House the facts of the case, which they had | 


done; it was competent, then, in the opinion of | 
the Chair, for the gentleman to offer the resolu- | 


tion Which he had done, in view of the facts which 
had been reported, 


| 


Mr. WELLER said he was remarking, when | 
interrupted, that there had alread y been sufficient | 


discussion upon this subject. 


The gentleman 


from Kentucky could have no reason to complain | 
if the debate were now to be terminated; even if | 


the report did him injustice, he had had an op- 


portunity to make twenty or thirty speeches, and 
those speeches had gone saad, 

papers. If the facts contained in the report were 
true, that the gentleman from Kentucky had used 
opprobrious language towards the gentleman 
from. New York, he could never consent to vote 
a censure upon the latter gentleman for the course 
which he took. It was impossible to curb the 
passions of the human heart. 
grossly insulted, he cannot be expected tamely 
to submit. If, on the other hand, the gentleman 
from Kentucky had used the words in the heat 
of anger, sade the impression that his own 
veracity had been impeached, he would be willing 
to vote for no censure upon him. But he had not 
risen for the purpose of entering into a discussion 
upon the subject. He had foreseen what would 
be the result; and now, for the purpose of an- 
ticipating the action of the House, he moved to 
lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRIDER inquired whether an aflirmative 
decision would carry the report and the resolu- 
tion both upon the table. 

The SPEAKER replied that the whole subject 
would go upon the table. 


When a man is | 


i 


| 
| 


in the news- | 


| 
| 
| 


| 
} 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 


taken, resulted—yeas 82, nays 73. 
So the subject was laid upon the table. 


to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays | 


on the question; which were ordered. 

Some conversation as to priority of business 
took place, 

The question was taken on Mr. McKay’s mo- 
tion; and decided in the negative—yeas 74, nays 
dS. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


teports from committees being the next busi- | 


ness in order, 


| 


} 


i 


| 


| 
| 


Mr. McKAY moved that the rules be suspended || 





PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 
Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharzed from the consideration of Sen- 


ate bill to test in the United States courts the validity of | 


private land claims in the States of Missouri, Arkansas, 
and Louisiana, and in those parts of the State of Missis- 


sippi and Alabama, south of the thirty-first degree of north | 


latitude, and between the Mississippi and Perdido rivers ; 


and that the same be made the special order of the day for || 


‘Tuesday next. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON desired to say a word on || 


the resolution offered by the gentleman from Ark- 
ansas,{Mr.Cross.] ‘The object of the resolution 


was to discharge the Committee of the Whole || tain harbors and rivers. 
from a bill of very great importance, and involv- | 


ing very great interests; and he trusted that the || amendmentread, which wasanamendme 


House would not consent to bring it into the 
House, where the previous question could be 
applied, until it had 

tce, 

Some conversation ensued between Messrs. 
CROSS, THOMPSON, C. JOHNSON, and 
WHITE. 

Mr. VINTON moved to lay the resolution on 


the table; and on this he called for the yeas and 


nays, 


Mr. ©. JOHNSON inquired if the resolution 


| would not require a two thirds vote? 


The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 
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been discussed in commit- | 





May 16 


Mr. SEYMOUR asked if the Morning ho 
was passed. ” 
The SPEAKER said it had. He would p 
_ lay before the House a communicati : 

| Secretary of the Navy. 

A report from the Secretary of the Nay 

|| reply to a resolution of the House of the 29th of 
January, relating to the employment of the Uni 
|| ted States marines at the docks and navy- ards 
| of the United States, was read, laid on the table 


On from the 





|| and ordered to be printed. 
EASTERN HARBORS BILL. 


] The SPEAKER said that the first business ; 
: : a n 
|| order was the bill making appropriatio 


ns for cer. 
The bill was then taken up, and the pendino 


ans nt offered 
by Mr. Tuompson, appropriating $10,000 for the 


|| removal of the bar at the mouth of the Pass Chris. 
|| tian, State of Louisiana. 

Mr. THOMPSON said this motion was mage 
| in pursuance of a petition of the mail contractors 
|| and mail carriers between New Orleans and Mo. 
bile, steamboat masters and owners, merchants 
‘| in trade, and others interested in the commercial 
intercourse between those two great cities, which 
| he presented to the House after this bill had been 
reported by the Committee on Commerce, The 
| number of petitioners is sixty-two; but he was 


i} 


}| assured that the number could have been enlarged 


| 








Mr. VINTON withdrew his motion to lay on || tofifteeen thousand had it been thought necessary, 
the table; and the yeas and nays were ordered on | The lateness of the presentation of the petition 
the adoption of the resolution; and resulted— || will satisfactorily account for the omission of 
yeas 83, nays 64; which was less thana majority | this appropriation in the bill as reported, For 


of two thirds. 


PAY OF TIIE NAVY. 


| 
On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, a bill from 


the Senate ee to a bill reported in the 
House from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 


regulate the pay of the Navy, was ordered to be | 


printed. 
ERRORS IN CENSUS. 


Mr. ADAMS asked permission to present a 
memorial from the American Statistical Society, 
in relation to errors in the last census; and he 
moved that it be referred to a select commit- 
tee. 


Mr. BELSER said he wished to inquire of the | 
gentleman from Massachusetts whether these | 
were the proceedings of a meeting of persons of 


| color in New York. 


1| 
| 
| 


| 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee | 


of Waysand Means, reported a bill for the relief | 


of Samuel G. Walker; which was read twice, 
and referred. 


Mr. KING, of New York, from the Commit- | 


tee on Commerce, moved that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 


memorials of several railroad companies, praying | 


} 


| 
| 


! 
} 


for a remission of the duties on railroad iron, on | 
the ground that there a general bill reported on |! 


the peabject which was agreed to. 


Mr. 


i] 


>HCENTX, from the same committee, re- | 


ported a bill for the relief of Joseph Kerwan, | 


surviving partner of Kerwan & Willis; which 
was twice read, and referred. 

Mr. WINTHROP, from the same committee, 
reported a bill, in addition to the several acts reg- 
ulating the shipment and discharge of seamen, 
and the duties of consuls; which was twice read, 
and referred. 


Mr. DANA, from the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads, made a report upon the 
case of Sellers and Pennock, accompanied bya 
joint resolution for their relief ; which resolution 
was read a first and second time, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STILES, from the same committee, to 
whom were referred the joint resolution (No. 10) 
for the benefit of Saltmarsh and Fuller, and the 
‘uller, reported the first of the said resolutions 
with, and the last without, amendment; and they 


= resolution (No. 11) for the benefit of William | 


i} 


| 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. ADAMS said it was a memorial from the 


Statistical Society, showing that there were errors | 


in the printing of the sixth census. 

Objections were made to its reception. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to present the memorial; and, upon 
this motion he asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; and being taken, seenieab-tinene 


| 97, nays 49. 


There not being two thirds in the affirmative, 
the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. ADAMS inquired if the Speaker had 
voted. 

The SPEAKER replied that he had not. 


a 
ae An ones Maeetine sae || Mississippi. Whenever the wind bears from the 


as, if that vote should be in the affirmative, 
would be two thirds. 

The SPEAKER observed that he had not felt 
called on to vote, as there was not a tie; he 
would inform the gentleman, however, that if he 
had voted, his vote would have been in the neg- 
ative. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE inquired whether, in case the 
House refused to go into committee, the first busi- 
ness would not be the consideration of the eastern 
harbors bill? 

The SPEAKER replied that that bill was the 
first business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, demanded the 
yeas and nays upon the motion to go into the 





| 
| 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union; and being taken, resulted—yeas 59, nays 


were ordered to be committed to a Committee of || 92. 


the Whole House. 


i 


The motion was negatived. 





| he was thoroughly persuaded, that if the facts 
|| had been properly and fairly laid before the 
|| committee, the merits of the proposed work 
would have induced that committee to make the 
expenditure asked for. He was now under the 
| necessity of offering some considerations to the 
House, which recommended the adoption of this 
motion. 
New Orleans and Mobile are situated about one 
| hundred and fifty miles apart. There is an im- 
_mense trade carried on between these two cities. 
'| Itconsisted, for the most part,in meat, flour, corn, 
| lard, bagging, and rope, and all the thousand 
things which are carried from the up-country for 
| the consumption of the southern States. South 
Alabama is a very large consumer of western pro- 
visions. There are two routes from New Orleans 
to Mobile, on which this trade passes As you 
come out from Lake Pontchartrain into the Gulf 
of Mexico, there are two channels in which the 
trade passes, and they are known and designated 
as the inner and the outer route. The inner route 





y Ship island and Cat island agains} storms and 
the violence of the weather, and is well nigh the 
only safe route for steamboats. The outer one 
runs to the south of the islands, and is liable to 
sudden and violent storms, to encounter and suc- 
cessfully resist which steamboats generally are 
incapacitated; for it is a fact, perhaps not gener- 
ally known, that in that gulf storms are not only 
frequent, but sudden, violent, and imminent! 
dangerous. Itisthe inner route which runs throug 
Pass Christian, which is situated on the coast of 


| poe along the Mississippi beach, is protected 





north and northwest, which are the prevailing 
winds in the winter season, and which is the land 
breeze, this pass becomes shallow; and, being 
very crooked, it is almost impossible for naviga- 
tors to escape grounding. This is pret by the 
letter of the Postmaster General, which has been 
read in the hearing of the House, and which shows 
that more than two thirds of the failures of the 
United States mails are caused by the bar which 
he now desired the House to cause to be removed 
by this appropriation. 

"What - atin done? The petition sets forth 
(and such I am well persuaded is the fact) that 4 
bar four hundred yards in extent is all the impe¢- 
iment, all the hinderance to this commerce. 1 nis 
bar consists of coarse sand and oyster banks, 
which, being once removed, would never accumu- 
late a second time. The experience of a hundred 
years proves that the water is gradually deepen- 
ing; and this fact gives assurance that there 1s 00 
predisposition to accumulate and form a bar at 
this point; and experienced men say that 910,00" 
expended in abrading and removing this bar w! 
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———— 
reatly facilitate and aid the immense commerce 
which floats along this coast. a. ere 
But while we urged this matter, Mississippi, as 
, State, is as little interested in this improvement || 
,sany one of the western States. Along this coast || 
we have a sparse but a most worthy population, | 
| 











which is directly interested in this work; but their 
commerce forms but an inconsiderable amount of 
jhisvast trade. Whosupplies the southern market 
with meat? Indiana, Ohio, Illinois, and Kentucky. || 
Who sends down the flour, and iron, and whisky, 
and bagging, and rope, and mules, and horses? }| 
Tennessee, Kentucky, Pennsylvania, Ohio, In- 
giana, Illinois, Missouri, and lowa. 
jt is for these States this expenditure is asked, || 
and particularly should the Representatives of || 
Louisiana and Alabama sustain this amendment. || 
The exports of Mississippi consist almost ex- |} 
clusively of cotton. This finds its way to New |, 
Orleans and Mobile, and thence it is put on board 
of your merchantmen, and exported direct to for- 
eign ports. Hence he might be relieved from in- 
sisting upon a matter which is not to gain him 


| 


of his constituents. 

Thecommercial importance of a place lying in 
our vicinity, is but too apt to be exaggerated by 
all, and this is the great danger of appropriations || 
of this kind. Nor would he attempt to depreci- || 
ate or diminish the consequence of other points || 
which receive appropriations in this and the bill || 
of asimilar character which has already passed 
this House. But it is idle to tell an individual, | 
acquainted with the trade discommoded by this 
bar, along which a thousand boxes of articles | 
for sale pass daily, that itis not to be compared | 
inits claims on this Government with those of 
the harbor at the mouth of the Genesee river, on 
which the Government has expended more than 

| 





one hundred and fifty-two thousand dollars, and 
isnow about to appropriate $20,000; or the har- 
bor at Oswego, on which you have spent more 
than two hundred and twenty-two thousand dol- 
lars, and now propese to spend $20,000 more; or 
the harbor at Buffalo, on which you have hereto- 
fore expended more than two hundred and twelve || 
thousand dollars, and now have appropriated 
§40,000 more; or the Hudson river, for the im- 
provementof which you have expended $320,000, 
and in this $50,000 more is to be appropriated! 
Is it to be compared with the trade which is pro- 
tected by the Delaware breakwater, in the con- | 
struction of which you have expended well nigh 
two million dollars, and now propose to spend 
$100,000 in addition; or the Cape Fear river, on 
which you have expended more than two hundred 
thousand dollars, and now propose to appropriate 
$20,000; or that of the Savannah river, on which 
you have expended more than one hundred and 
forty thousand dollars, and now propose to in- 
crease that amount $50,000 more; or the harbor 
at Chicago, where Government has expended 
$212,333, and has now added to that sum $30,000? 
The least observation will satisfy everybody that 
the idea is preposterous to reject this appropria- | 
tion when considered in a commercial point of | 
view, 

But he should be told that no estimate has been 
made for this work, and it would be unwise to 
appropriate without an examination and report 
from an officer of the Government. Sir, I give 
you the opinion of practical men as to the char- 
acter of the work and of its practicability and of 
the probable cost. In this opinion the House can 
place confidence. These men neither expect to 
disburse the money, nor to obtain the contract. 
Chey wish alone to facilitate trade, to subserve 
the public interest. Government has already the 
lecessary apparatus in those waters to do the 
work. And he pledged himself, if this sum now 
asked for be not sufficient, to ask no more in fu- 
ture; and if the improvement be once made, he 
would ask no more tokeep itup. But, from ex- 
perience, what confidence can we place in the 
estimates heretofore made for the accomplishing 
of these works? Your Topographical Bureau, 
consisting of ‘a few theoretical men, educated at 
your Military Academy, and knowing but little 
of the world or of practical life, send in their esti- 
mates, induce Congress to begin a work consid- 
ered of national importance, and then, rather than 
abandon the work, we are forced to spend four- 


fold the original estimate. Let me call the atten- 
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following table, which is 

obtained from the Bureau of ‘Topographical En- 

gineers: 

Slatement showing the appropriations asked for by the pres- 
ent bill, the original estimates, and the amounts that have 


been expended for road, harbor, and river improvements, | 


placed under the direction of the Bureau of Topographical 


Engineers, from the commencement, in 1824, to January | 


1, 1844. 
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Mr. WENTWORTH here interrupted, and | 


asked Mr. Tuompson if he would vote for the 
bill if his amendment prevailed? 

Mr. THOMPSON said he would answer that 
interrogatory in a few minutes. He had intro- 
duced the foregoing table to show the reliance to 
be placed on the estimates of your Topographical 
Bureau. 


views and calculations of practical men. But the 


| gentleman from Illinois desired to know what 


course he would pursue in relation to this bill, 
should this amendment prevail. He would scorn 


himself, did he consider himself capable of chang- || 
ing his vote on this bill by the adoption of this 


amendment. Ele envied not the man his princi- 
ples or his conscience who could consent to be 


moved about by such considerations. He believed | 
the system wrong; and the paltry sum of $10,000 | 
| could not induce him to sanction such a system. 


And he said he should vote against the bill even 
should the amendment prevail. This might de- 
feat his proposition; for he well remembered, 
when the bill for the improvement of the western 


| harbors was up for consideration, the gentleman 


from Alabama [Mr. Cuapman] advocated an ap- 
propriation for the Tennessee river, for which 
estimates had been made, and he was categori- 
cally asked, if his wishes prevailed, would he 
vote for the bill; and because his answer was un- 
satisfactory, the appropriation was denied, This 
is the way in which bills of this character are 
carried through this House. You are to interest 
men, and to divide the spoil. A single appropri- 
ation for a single work would receive no favor; 
but, by combination and mutual understanding, 
bills are passed. Let the people of the country 
know this, and he envied not the laurels of any 
man so dearly bought. 

But the importance of this paltry appropriation 
no man will deny. And shali no feeling of the 
general good lead men to give any individual 
a share who is not ready to put himself in the 
market? 

The aggregate of the bills for the improvement 
of harbors and rivers is $1,152,000. Of this 
amount, excepting the sums appropriated for the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries, $145,000 
alone is to be expended south of Mason and 
Dixon’s line; and of this sum only $15,000 goes 
to the Gulf of Mexico. The value of the annual 


He would much sooner rely upon the | 








| 


| 
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products of the western and southwestern States, 
according to the census of 1840, is as follows: 


RI ion 5k sda Fes nce cendnysasebinemene « « $28,961,325 
| SERTOEE aa nas tens Hs gpces.snctees cen Gebeen a 29,739,338 
BORIS octek tes x cicada bet evedeacceeeeen . 35,044,959 
APRARBUR 606 on as nds acetone ciseceasendb tere 6,888,395 
TROON cs icass case 095 yonienseltea based 37,973,360 
Ea cue anak ahhkes tues adc caentucwned 15,830,444 
PiORIMGND xo cnietadtiesess 25ceernsene sanceseces 35,624,191 
GP caddes csttsderhes (écunwesyertivawdances 63,906,678 
DORR Rs sii ciecse at ccddthsies étabdatans 23,532,631 
RIO hc nagneneseuxde.ine rani ante ben cxeecuich 18,981,985 
We AONONN I is dis want 4ndner ceuiosinesaaed 1,905,600 
PRES eticgns conevebesceneceatasceesceuaeane 1,102,106 


$02,570,913 

These western and southern and southwestern 
States are the great feeders of your commerce. 
Of the whole foreign commerce of this country, 


| near two thirds of your exportations go from and 
| through the Gulf of Mexico; yet to the improve- 
| ment of that Gulf the pitiful sum of $15,000 is 


| blessings; the other as burdens, 


allotted. 

Gentlemen should look seriously to this matter. 
One portion of this Union views your tax bills as 
The manufac- 
turing States advocate tariffs because they feel 
that they are more than reimbursed, in the shape 
of bounties on their products, for the money they 


| pay in the shape of taxes; while the planting 


States feel that the tax paid Government is so 
much abstracted from the profits of their labor; 
and besides, the bounties paid the manufacturers 
are also directly or indirectly drawn from them. 
Under the plundering operation of your protective 
tariff system, every man of a fair and liberal mind 


| must feel that it is idle and ridiculous to call this 


a Government of equal laws; a tax is prayed for, 
and the imposition of a tax is hailed as a positive 
good. The very expression convinces one that 
there is rottenness and corruption somewhere. 
But let us go one step farther. Your tax, thus 


| iniquitously connected, is disbursed in such a 
| manner that those who regarded your tax bills as 
| blessings, divide eight tenths of it among them- 


selves. Can any one be astonished that the ex- 
clamation should proceed from that section to 


| which he belonged—that in verity we only know 
'and feel this Government by its oppressions? 





Your taxes are unjustly collected, and thus ini- 
quitously disbursed. How insulting, and how 
absurd it is, in view of all these facts, to be asked 
to sanction an unholy system of expenditure, in 
order to obtain a paltry expenditure for a neces- 
sary improvement in the great highway of com- 
merce. He said he offered his amendment in 
co faith, and hoped it would be inserted in the 

ill. 

Mr. HAMMETT advocated the amendment. 
The channel to which it had reference was im- 


en as a great mail route, and also as the way 


»y which much important commerce was trans- 
mitted to market. 
_Mr. TIBBATTS moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLACK, of Georgia, having obtained the 


| withdrawal of the previous question, on a pledge 


| 


to renew it, proceeded to make some observations 
on the amendment, and on expenditures for in- 
ternal improvements generally. This bill came 
from the Committee on Commerce, and was de- 
signed to afford facilities to commerce; and hence 
he had not even a momentary doubt respecting 
the vote which he should give. He opposed 
these expenditures for any such purposes. He 
would vote for appropriations for light-houses, 
for the purpose of guiding our Navy into port; 
or for military roads, for the conveyance of our 
Army; but he would not vote for this amendment. 
He considered the appropriation for the Savan- 
nah river to be perfectly safe. It was an appro- 
— which must pass. The obstructions had 
een placed there by order of the General Gov- 

ernment, for the benefit of the whole United States; 
and now that its purpose had been accomplished, 
and the interests of commerce required their re- 
moval, this Government was bound to remove 
them. Ifthe gentleman from Kentucky insisted 
upon his renewing the demand for the previous 
question, he was, of course, bound to renew it, 
though he was himself averse to it, 

Mr. TIBBATTS insisted on the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLACK, of Georgia, accordingly renewed 
the demand. 
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Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, appealed to | 


the gentleman to withdraw the call for the pre- 
yious question. 

Mr. BELSER moved a call of the House; and 
on this motion, 

Mr, HOUSTON called for the yeas and nays. 

On seconding the call for the yeas and nays, 
the votes were taken by tellers, who reported 
thirty-nine in the affirmative; which was a suffi- 
cient number. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 49, nays 117. 

So the eall of the House was not ordered. 

Mr. TIBBATTS then withdrew the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, sent to the 
Chair an amendment which he proposed to offer; 
but it was ruled by the Chair not to be in order 
at this time, as the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia was still pending. Mr. K. 
explained the object of the amendment which he 
proposed to offer, which was an appropriation 
for the preservation of the harbor at Baltimore. 
He concluded by renewing the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. VINTON inquired if the effect of the pre- 
vious question would be to cut off the gentleman’s 
amendment ? 

The SPEAKER said that it would. 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, said he so un- 
derstood it; but he moved the previous question 
in accordance with the promise he made when he 
obtained the floor. 

The previous question was then seconded— 
ayes 91, noes 42—and the main question was 
ordered. 

The main question was first put on the amend- 
ment to the amendments of the committee ap- 
propriating $10,000 for the removal of the bar at 
the mouth of Pass Christian, Louisiana. This 
question being decided in the negative—ayes 54, 
pays os 


i 
' 
j 
| 
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next. [The object was to ventilate the Ho 
change the carpets. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend so as to pro- 
vide that when this House adjourns “‘ on Friday,”’ 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The amendment was negatived. 
The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 


| of the gentleman from South Carolina; and re- 


The question recurred on concurring in the 


amendments made in the Committee of the Whole, 
and was taken first on the amendment appropri- 
aung $15,000 for the improvement of the harbor 
at Bridgeport, Connecticut. 

Thisamendment wasalso rejected—ayes thirty- 
nine; noes not counted. 

The question was then put on the amendment 
appropriating $5,000 for the improvement of the 
harbor at White Hall, New York. 

Mr. BELSER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken, was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 92, nays 87; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Butlington, Jeremiah 
iE. Cary, Shepherd Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, 
Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dellet, Dickey, Dunlap, Ellis, 
Eimer, Fish, Fiorence, Foot. Giddings, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson,Washington Hunt, 
Charles J. Lngersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B. 
Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Marsh, Mathews, McClelland, McDowell, 
Mclivaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Patterson, Peyton, 
Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, Rain- 
sey, Charlies M. Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, Rogers, Rus- 
sell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Albert Smith, John ‘T’. Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stepliens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Strong. Sum- 
mers, libbatts, ‘Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vaumeter, Vinton, 
Wentworth, Wethered, White, Winthrop, William Wright, 
and Joseph A. Wright—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 
Belser, Benton, Edward Black, James Black, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, John W. Davis, De- 
berry, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ficklin, French, 
Goggin, Byram Green, Willis Green, Hamlin, Hammett, 
fiaralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Houston, Hubard, 
Andrew Jolinson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Labranche,Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, McCauslen, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Newton, Norris, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payue, Emery D. Potter, Rathbun, 
David 8S. Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, St. John, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, Stidell, Robert Smith, 


Thomas Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stone, Sykes, | 


‘Taylor, Thompson, ‘i'ucker, Weller, Williams, Woodward, 
and Yost—s7. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


The other amendments were concurred in; and 
the question recurred on the engressment of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that when this House 
il adjourn to meet 


adjourns 


sulted—yeas 71, nays 110. 
So the motion was negatived. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the | 


harbor and river bill on the table; and called for 
the yeas and nays.thereon; but they were not 
ordered, 

The motion to lay on the table was also nega- 
tived, 


On the question of engrossment for a third read- || 
ing, the yeas and nays were ordered; and resulted | 


—yeas 96, nays 83; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 


Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Jere- | 
miah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, | 
| Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, | 


Richard D. Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, 


| Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Byram Green, 


Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
Preston King, Daniel P. King, Lyon, Marsh, Mathews, 
McClelland, Melivaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Patter- 
son, Peyton, Phanix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. 
Potter, Pratt, Preston, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample,Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, David lL. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John 


T’. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew || 


Stewart, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Wethered, White, Winthrop, and William Wright—96. 
NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, Jaines Black, 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Bren- 


gie, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus | 


A. Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cross, 


|} Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Diekinson, Dil- 


lingham, Dromgoole, Ficklin, French,, Goggin, Willis 
Green, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hoge, Houston, Hubard, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Maclay, McCauslen, MeClernand, McConnell, McDowell, 
MeKay, Joseph Morris, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmenter, 
Payne, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Roberts, 
Saunders, ‘Thomas H. Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Jobn Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Taylor, 
Thompson, ‘Tucker, Weller, Williams, Woodward, and 
Joseph A. Wright.—83. 


Mr. HAMLIN, after the roll had been called | 
through, and before the vote was announced, | 
asked if it would be in order to move to be ex- | 


cused from voting. 
The SPEAKER said it would not. 
Mr. HAMLIN then voted ** no.”’ 


The question coming up on the passage of the | 


bill, 
Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn. 
Mr. TIBBATTS called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was puton the motion to adjourn; 
and it was decided in the negative. 
Mr. SEYMOUR moved the previous question 


| on the passage of the bill; which was seconded 


again on Monday | 


by the House, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, inquired if the bill 
had been engrossed; and being answered in the 
affirmative, called for the reading of it. It was 
read accordingly. 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the bill; and it was decided in the affiirmative— 
yeas 96, nays 80; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Shep- 
herd Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clinton, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Dellet, Dickey, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, Byram Green, Grinnell, 
Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Washing- 
ton Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, (rvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, 
Daniel P. King, Lyon, Marsh, Mathews, McClelland, Mc- 
Iivane, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Patterson, Peyton, Phe- 
nix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Pres- 
ton, Purdy, Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, Robinson, Rockwell, 


| Rogers, Russell, St. John, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 


erence, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, 
Ca-leb B. Smith, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 


| Strong, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 


Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, 


| White, Winthrop, and William Wright—96. 


NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Bayly, Belser, 
Benton, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, 
Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brengle, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, 
Reuben Chapman, Chappell, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cross, 





use and | 


Vinton, Wentworth, | 


May 17, 


Culiom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dickin: 
lingham, Dromgoole, Ficklin, French, in, Wat 
| Green, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, oge — 
| ton, Hubard, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andre : 
| Kennedy, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkir. Me 
| clay, McCaulsen, MeClernand, McConnell, | eSvmen 
| McKay, Joseph Morris, Newton, Norris, Owen, Parmen, 
| ter, Payne, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Rober, 
| Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Thomas 
| Smith, Robert Smith, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Taylor 
Tucker, Weller, Williams, Woodward, and Joseph 4’ 

|| Wright—S80. ; 

Mr. CARROLL moved a reconsideration of 
the vote just taken. 

Mr. WELLER moved that the House adjourn 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was then put on Mr. Carroiy; 
motion to reconsider; and it was rejected, 


OREGON BILL. 


| _ Mr. DUNCAN gave notice that he would, op 
|| Monday, call up the Oregon bill, and would con. 
tinue to call it up every day till acted on, 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. WELLER and Mr. HOUSTON moved 


that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to amend the motion by 
making the adjournment over to Monday next. 

Mr. WELLER withdrew his motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON said that he made the motion 
to adjourn, and did not withdraw it. 

Mr. ELMER called for the yeas and nays; but 
they were not ordered. 

The question was then put on the adjournment; 
and the motion was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn 
to meet again on Monday next. 

Mr. ELMER called tor the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the question was put; and 
it was decided in the negative—yeas 73, nays 76. 

The House then adjourned. 













































The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
| to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Daniel Nason, jr, 
and sixty-four others, citizens of Kennebunk and Kenne- 
| bunk Port, in the State of Maine, for the annexation of 

‘Texas to the United States without delay. 

By Mr. HUNT, of New York: The remonstrance of 
eighty citizens of Niagara county, New York, against the 

| repeal of the tari:¥ act of 1852. 
By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: The petition of J. andL. 

Ward, of Milwaukee, Territory of Wisconsin, to Congress, 

asking compensation for the subsistence of certain Potto- 

watomie Indians, under a contract made by Lieutenant 

Sprague, of the United States Army, in 1838; which was 
|| referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
|| Also, the petition of John Y. Smith, of Dade county, Ter 
| ritory of Wisconsin, asking Congress to make him com- 
pensation for services rendered the said Territory, as libra- 
rian and superintendent of territorial property, amounting 
to $450; which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HAYS: The petition of Benjamin Perham, asol- 
dier of the late war, praying Congress to grant him his 
bounty land and pay for his services, which he avers he 
has never received; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, May 17, 1844. 


Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial, signed 
by eighty citizens of Springfield, Illinois, remon- 
strating against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States, on the ground that such a step 
would be disastrous to the interests of the States, 
and be conducive to a dissolution of the Union; 
_ which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial signed by 
| citizens of the county of Chesterfield, Virginia, 
| in favor of the immediate annexation of Texas 
to the United States; and another memorial from 
| citizens of Prince George county, Virginia, of the 
same import; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAGBY presented resolutions adopted at 
a public meeting of citizens of Lawrence county, 
ioe in favor of the immediate annexation 
_ of Texas to the United States; which were ordered 
| to lie on the table. 


| SETH M. LEAVENWORTH. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on the 
|| Post Office and Post Roads, re it a joint res- 
‘| olution for the relief of Seth M. Leavenworth, 

by authorizing indemnity for a transfer of his 
‘contract for carrying the United States mail; 
| which was reac’, and ordered to a second reading. 


| 
| PRINTING OF JOURNAL, ETO. 
Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introdued a joint 


‘ 


| 
| 
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